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FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Figueroa Sitreetscape Project

ENV 2012-1470-EIR
Sitate Clearinghouse No. 2012061092

¥

Project Address: The Figueroa Streetscape Project is located within the public right-of-way through Downtown
and South Los Angeles. It specifically includes S. Figueroa Street (from 7% Street to Martin Luther King Jr.
Boulevard); 11" Street (from Broadway to Figueroa Street); Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard (from Figueroa
Street to Bill Robertson Lane); and Bill Robertson Lane (from Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard to Exposition
Boulevard), :

Projeet Deseription: The Figueroa Sirestscape Project (Proposed Project) consists of 4.5 miles of new bicycle
facilities and streetscape improvements. The new bicycle facilities consists of three miles of a combination of new
buffersd bicycle lanes and cycle fracks along 8. Figueroa Strest, from 7th Sweet to Martin Luther ¥ing b
Boulevard: a one-way westbound buffered bicycle lane along six blocks of 1lth Street, from Broadway to
| Figueroa Street; and new buffered bicycle lanes along Bill Robertson Lane between Martin Luther King Jr.
Boutevard and Exposition Boulevard. The streetscape improvemenis include pedestrian scale street lighting,
new street trees and planting areas, repaired and enhanced sidewalk paving at transit stops, enhanced

crosswalk treatments, transii furniture, and public art,

LEAD AGENCY:
City of Los Angeles
Department of Transportation

PREPAREE 3Y:
City of Los Angeles
Department of City Planning

Aungust 2013
Exhibit #5

Final EIR cover page
8/13



Daily Time Delays
(EIR page 4-7)

AM Delays PM Delays Daily Total
Total Seconds: 1158 828 1986
Total Minutes: 19.3 13.8 33.1

Morning Traffic Count:
Total Minutes lost Total Hours lost

Olympic Blvd.: 26,570 512,801 8,546

Washington Blvd.: 41,777 806,296 13,438

Afternoon Traffic Count:
Total Minutes lost Total Hours lost

Olympic Blvd.: 26,570 366,666 ! 8,111

Washington Blvd.: 41,777 576,522 9,608

Total Hours Lost Per Day

Morning Hours lost: 8,546 13,438

Afternoon Hours Lost: 8,111 9,608

Total Hours Lost: 14,657 23,046
Exhibit #17

Daily Time Delays
8/13
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From Santa Monica, the lament of an 'urban

. ' Recommended on Facebook
villager

Create an account or
Loy In to see what your
friends recommend.

My city may be an urban planner's dream. But for the rest of us, it's become a nightmare.

Email  Share 149 = Tweet .16

I
|
E
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picks its winners
One person recommends this.

advertisement

Bicyele riders make their way along a compieted portion of the new green bike lane on Ocean A 5
Park Boulevard near 4th Street in Santa Monica. The green stripe, when completed, will vun from Grammys 2014: Pop &
Lincoln Boulevard to Nielson Way. {Mel Melcon / Los Angeles Times / January 11, 2013) Hiss picks its winners

By Bruce R. Feldman
January 26, 2014

Gunman in Maryland
mall shooting is
dentified; motive
unknown

I've read recently with a sense of deja vu — and dread —

g Ry about the efforts of Los Angeles and Pasadena to build denser
Full coverage: Sharing thercad  housing in downtown areas and make their streets more
inL.A friendly to pedestrians and bicyclists.

Investigation into Santa
Ana beating death hits a
wall of silence

Santa Monica, where 1 live, was an early adopter of this
"urban village" concept. The result? My beachside
comminity's downtown core works fine for those who can
afford to live there. They can walk from their $4,000-a-
month studic apartments in the hip center of town to their

, ; e : e For LA, listisafirst
Shapnlg the Road: Can L.A, bea choice of half a dozen coffee joints, and they can pick up the Ex hl blt # 21 step toward improved
cyclist's town? latest fashions on the way so they'll look good when they get

e "B Ed Los Angeles Times
1/26/14




But foi-.- - majority of Santa Monica's 92,000 residents —
those of us who cannot ride bicycles and live too far to walk to
this downtown paradise — life has deteriorated.

READ MORE: Sharing the road in L.A.

Should clistse exemt fr 0 It all sounded great when the city planners, whose salaries we
stop signs? pay, started talking about it. The plan was to add residents to
the city core and then make the streets safer and more
appealing for cyclists, so people would leave their cars
behind. There would be bike lanes and bike centers with
storage and showers to make biking to work possible. Who

could oppose that?
hET BEEEEES TR
Michelle Mowery, L.A.'s bike czar Since then, even though most of the new residents drive just

talks to drivers too as the old ones did, a number of streets have been reduced

B from two lanes in each direction to one to accommodate bike
lanes, Traffic lanes on other streets have also been narrowed
to make room for the bicycles. And city streets are festooned
with "sharrows" — hieroglyphic-like drawings on the asphalt
that are supposed to encourage drivers to be polite to cyclists

2 (though, from observation, the cyclists don't feel bound to
Killed or injured cyclists had it show the same courtesy).
coming? Get a grip, motorists,

P

Congestion has been growing in Santa Monica for years, but

today it can take 30 minutes or more cn any of the major

east-west routes to drive the few miles from the ocean to our
eastern boundary with West Los Angeles. It's the same at 11 a.mn. or g p.m. most days. North-south
streets such as Lincoln, Fourth and Main can be even more nightmarish,

If you work or have appeintments outside the city, or even if you just want to leave the beach to
attend a play or concert in downtown Los Angeles, you have to brace yourself for a tortuous
commute, often starting at your driveway. You might spend two hours in the car to drive the 18 miles
to Disney Hall, more time than the concert itself will take, To meet friends for dinner in Beverly Hills,
a mere eight miles away, you have 1o plan on an hour to be sure you're not late.

Constructing more hotels and high-rise multi-use buildings, and eliminating lanes for cars in favor of
pedesirians and bikes, sounds great in theory. Who wouldn't want to live in an urban village? But a
lot of Santa Monica residents don't take advantage of the movie theaters, restaurants and shops that
were supposed to make our downtown atiractive. Getting to them is just too difficult. Instead, we're
sheltering in place, experimenting with dinners with friends by Skype and tearing our hair out at the
thought of having to drive more than a mile or two from home.

Of course, sometimes we're forced to drive — say when we need to buy food from a nearby grocery
store. Then we have to run a gantlet of empowered cyclists, who dart in and out of traffic at will,
positibn themselves in the middle of the street going 6 miles per hour (because they cant), ride
against the direction of traffic or on sidewalks (which is prohibited in Santa Monica), and slide in
between two stopped cars at lights to assert their position. They nonchalantly blow through stop
signs.

Bicycle riders feel entitled in Santa Monica, and for good reasen. We've bent over backward to let
them kick us in the rear end. The bulk of Santa Monicans have been forced to take a back seat to a
few thousand smug urbanites and cyclists. They've won the war and are taking no prisoners

1s this what you want in Pasadena and in downtown Los Angeles? Just make sure you know what
you're getting into. I you build it, they will come. Pasadenans may soon find themselves heading to
Sierra Madre to do their errands. And those who work downtown should brace themselves for
significantly longer commutes.

Go ahead with your plans, if you want, but here's some advice from someone who's already living in
an urhan village: The next time you get in the car to go the doctor, take your kids to school or call on
a client, make sure you pack a sandwich, a toothbhrush and a change of underwear,

Bruce R. Feldman is a 29-year resident of Santa Morica.

Copyright @ 2014, Los Angeles Times
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EXHIBIT LIST
Figueroa Streetscape Project Appeal

Final Environmental Impact Report
ENV 2012-1470-EIR

Exhibit #1 SHOWS ORIGINAL PROJECT INTENT/PURPOSE

This is the historic start of the project and the original intent of the
Figueroa Corridor and the CRA.

*Note the purpose and scope of the project.

*Note the very limited emphasis on bikes and bike lanes.

*Note the used of the word ‘Couplet” with alternative
streets to be considered.

Initial Figueroa Project

12/15/06

Exhibit #2 SHOWS ORIGINAL PROJECT INTENT/PURPOSE
CRA Project Memo
11/3/11

Exhibit #3 SHOWS PROJECT REDIRECTION NEW PURPOSE

*These (along with Exhibits #4 & 5) are the documents that show
the conversion of the original intent into a bike project.

*Note the complete focus on bikes, bike issue & bike lanes.

*Look at how the original purpose of the project is almost
completely ignored.

City Planning Report

8/19/13

Exhibit #4 SHOWS PROJECT REDIRECTION NEW PURPOSE
General Manager’s Determination
8/27/13

Exhibit #5 SHOWS PROJECT REDIRECTION NEW PURPOSE
Final EIR cover page
8/13



Exhibit #6 DOT TRAFFIC COUNT AT EACH INTERSECTION
DOT Auto Traffic Counts
Last DOT posting

Exhibit #7 CURRENT CITY WIDE BIKE USAGE
DOT Bike Counts
Last DOT posting

Exhibit #8 ECONOMIC CONSIDERATIONS SHOULD MATTER
Shammas Auto Fact Sheet

Exhibit #9 DOT HAS PLENTY OF TIME TO DO IT RIGHT----LEGALLY
AB 92
6/1213

Exhibit #10 LOCAL COUNCILMEMBER REQUEST FOR
RECONSIDERATION. THIS IS WHAT WE WANT.

Council Motion by Councilmember Curren Price
8/28/13

Exhibit #11 OTHER VIEW ON BIKE USAGE/FUNCTIONALITY
Op-Ed Daily News '
7M13A13

Exhibit #12 OTHER VIEW ON BIKE USAGE/FFUNCTIONALITY
Op-Ed Wall Street Journal
11/8/13

Exhibit #13 BIKE LANES ARE LIMITED TO “STRIPPING” NOT ANY
OTHER KIND OF CONSTRUCTION.
Look at Master Comment #3, 4 & 6: There is confusion
as 1o the meaning and application of AB 2245
AB 2245
9/28/12



Exhibit #14 MTA AGREEING THAT THE EIR DID NOT CONSIDER
ALTERNATIVES

MTA Comment letter {o EIR
3/4/13

Exhibit #15 CAL TRANS AGREEING THAT THE EIR DID NOT
CONSIDER ALTERNATIVES

Cal Trans Comment letter to EIR
2/14/13

Exhibit #16 TIME DELAYS-ENVIRONMENTAL DAMAGE
Final EIR page 4-7
8/13

Exhibit #17 TIME DELAYS-ENVIEONMENTAL DAMAGE
Daily Time Delays
813

Exhibit #18 (A) PROVES REASONABLE ALTERNATIVE
Grand Ave. at 9" Street
1/2114

Exhibit #18 (B) PROVES REASONABLE ALTERNATIVE
Grand Ave. at 12'" Street
1/2114

Exhibit #18 (C) PROVES REASONABLE ALTERNATIVE
Grand Ave. at 30" Street
1/21/14

Exhibit #18 (D) PROVES REASONABLE ALTERNATIVE
Grand Ave. South of
Washington
1/21/14



Exhibit #19 PROVES REASONABLE ALTERNATIVE
Hill Street. South of Olive
and Washington

1/23/14
Exhibit #20 (A) PROVES REASONABLE ALTERNATIVE
Olive Street at Washington
1/23/14
Exhibit #20 (B) PROVES REASONABLE ALTERNATIVE
Olive Sireet at 8th
1/23/14
Exhibit #21 OTHER VIEW ON BIKE USAGE/FUNCTIONALITY

Op-Ed L.os Angeles Times
1/26/14



communities

1103 CLEMENTE NALE STUBI0S

Initial Figueroa Project
12115/06 .
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The Figuerca Street Corridor is the Center of Centers in Southem
California. Or more accurately perhaps, it is the north-south main
street of Downtown Los Angeles. !ts location traversing the intersec-
tion of the Santa Monica and Harbor Freeways puts It at the nexus
of one of the highest volume intersactions in the world, with almost
half a miflion vehicies crossing through here every day. Historically,
the thirty-mile long Figueroa Street functioned as one of the most
significant automobile market districts, and it still doas, stretching as
it does from Dodger Stadium to Long Beach. The Figueroa Corrldor,
under study in this document, has evelved to include three miles of
Figueroa Street, reaching from downtown's Financial District at the
north to Exposition Park and the University of Seuthern California
at the scuth, connesting two of the largest and most significant em-
ployment centers in Southern California. During the 1970°s and 80's
the northern portion of the corridor became the main street for the
downtown financial district, with the development of numerous high
rises. Today, the Figuerca Corridor continues to support the natural
expanslon of the urban fabric around it. Significant new housing de-
velopment is beginning to oceur in the South Park District adjacent
to the centrat portion of the study area. The Los Angeles Convention
Center and the Staples Arena are also located at the heart of the
Corridor. As the center of access for the region, It is also the center
of density and activity.

Improvements to the Corridor will provide greater public access to
these and other community assets, inciuding some of the most im-
portant institutions i Southern California: The Cotiseum and Expo-
sltiory Perk and its colleciion of State Museums, The Caifornia Mu-
seum of Science and Industry, The Cailforniz Aerospace Museum,
The African Amerlcan Mussum, and the California Natural History
Museum; The Shrine Auditorium; The Los Angeles Civic Center Dis-
trict including the Los Angeles Music Center, Disney Hall, the Muse-
um of Contemporary Art, the Colburn Scheol of the Performing Arts;
and finally, at the very northern end of the street, Dodger Stadium

With the Staples Arena, the Los Angeles Convention Center, and LA
Live all located along the Figueroa Cerridor, it is of the most signifi-
cant visitor districts in Scuthern California. Improvements {o the Cor-
ridor will provide a visible infrastructure to identify and support these
functions. The propesed Figueroa Corridor design seeks o create
an Imageable street that represents Los Angeles to itself, its visitors,
and to the world via the media. It will be seen as the quintessential
Les Angeles boulevard.

The further development of the Figueroa Corridor will be a medel
example of Transit-Oriented Development, with the intensification
of land use growing In conjunction with the growth of transit and ac-
cessibifity. The corrider is currently served by numerous bus lines as
wefl as the Blue L.ine surface transit line. The forthcoming Exposition
Line light rall expansion will further connect this area to transit, and
provide a parallel surface transit option for much of the corridor, The
creation of a stronger, more pedestrian friendly strestscape will help
support the continued and enhanced mixed-use devetopment along
the Cortidor and additional development of new housing along and
adjacent to it. The proposed creation of a unique surface bus, visu-
ally recognized as distinct to the Figueroa Corridor, will help promaote
easy tourist and local movement up and down the boulevard.

Ir addition to transit and continued development, an upgraded
strestscape will aiso provide an improved infrastructural armature
for expansion of the local community Including housing and com-
mercial uses, as well as visitor-serving uses.

The development of the Figueroa Street Corridor wilt further support
previous pubiic and private Investments in this area: The Convention
Center, Staples, the private investment in new automoblle dealer-
ships, as well as the continued developmant of USC,

B
i




Connect Downtown to Expo Park Community

. Make Figuerca an inviting pedestrian and transit carridor for
the region

- Support public and private Investment in the area by improv-
ing the public realm

J Increase access to the Corridor for pedestrians

. Encourags Downtown deveiopment to grow south

. Caonnect two of the largest employment centers in Scuthem
Califarnia

. Serva the visitor base of over 25 milfion visitors per year

. Expand the cpportunities for new residential development

Create more housing opportunities

. Creates the potential for over 8,000 residential units in
connection with smployment centers and transit

. Increase Censity from commerclal 1.5 to 1 fo mixed use, 4.5
to 1

. Increase existing helght limits in zone that will not
significantly impact existing housing

. Provides transit amenities to connect easily to the existing
smployment centers

. Provides more and better pubfic cpen space in conjunction

with new housing

Create new Public Open Space and make more public space
for pecple and planting
Bridge over the 110 to make a new 10 acre district public

apen $pace

. Dsfine and plant new open spaces at the 110 crossings

. Widen sidewaiks where possible

. Reguire new private set-backs on new devalopment along
Figueroa

. Create g spocial paving and planting unique to Figueroa
Gorridor

Relieve regionafl traffic congestion

. Reduces growth in commuters by increasing work force and
transit related housing adjacent Los Angeles’ employment
caenters

. Enhance existing HOV travel along Figueroa

. Enhance existing HOV connectivity from the 140 freeway

. Increase capacity of existing streets through new synchroni

zation systemn

Increase local mobility and avallabllity of different modes of
iransportatlon
Create a new unigue bus for Fig, user friendly, [dentifiable,

and visible
. Use a more energy efficlent technology
. hake It work for visitors and locals alike
. Enhance and clearly mark the stops
+° Make space for bikes
. Encourage rider ship by making it easier and more safe
. Create a dedicated bike iane couplet with Fig and Flower

. Provide polnts for bike parking

Increase transit utilization

J Green the streetscape to make it a belter pedestrian
environment

. Create planted medians with trees and shrubs

. Plant new street trees to create visual rollef and continuity

. Create monumental tree plantings at major intersections

* Cennect Figuerca and Flower all along the corridor with en
hanced pedesirian zone

. Light up the sidewalks for prople to make the strests feel
safe for pedestrians

Make a more sustainable LA

. Enhance and cenhedt to transit

. Increase padestrian raffic, desrease car traffic

. Increases sustainable infill development at the center instead
of sprawl

« ' Increase permeability

Add sustainable planting

connecting communities

KOS ELEMEHTI HALE 'Iumas
s
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CRA File No, ‘M4

Council Districi: 9

Contact Person: Jenny Scanlin
Alex Paxion

(213} 922-7833

Honarable Council of the City of Los Angeles
John Ferraro Gounail Chamber

200 N. Spring Street

Room 340, Ciiy Hall

Los Angeles, CA, 90012

Attention;  Sharon Gin, Office of the City Clark

COUNCIL TRANSMITTAL:

Transmitted herewith, is a Board Memorandurm adepted by the Agency Board on November 3,
2011 City Council review and approval in accordance with the "Community Redevelopment
Agency Qversight Ordinance” entitled:

VARIOUS ACTIONS RELATED TO:

TROLLER MAYER ASSOCIATES FIGUEROA CORRIDOR CONTRACT AMENDMENT.
AMEND CONTRACT WITH TROLLER MAYER ASSOCIATES TO INCREASE THE AMOUNT
BY $110,595 FOR ADDITIONAL DESIGN, TRAFFIC MODELING, ENVIRONMENTAL
DOCUMENT REVIEW AND COMMUNITY OUTREACH MEETINGS FOR A TOTAL
CONTRACT AMOUNT NOT TQ EXCEED $3,650,979 AS PARf OF THF PROPOSITION 1C
AWARD FOR THE FIGUEROA CORRIDOR.

RECOMMENDATION
That City Councit approves recommeandations on the aitached Board Memorandum.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

The planning, landscape design and engineering work as a result of the recommended
contract amendment, is statutorily exempi from provigions of the California Environmental
Quality Act ("CEQA") pursuant to Section 15262 (Feasibility and Planning Studies) of the
CRA/LA CEQA Guidelines.

FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT
There is no fiscal impact to the City's General Fund, as a result of this action.

,« (/['{f.., / / //; Aol /

Christine Essal, Chief Pxeoutme Ofﬁcer

Exhibit #2

CRA Project Memo
11/3/11
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BUILDING CORMURITIES

cc.  Sharon Gin, Office of the City Clark (Original & 3 Copies on 3-hole punct)
Lisa Johnson Smith, Office of the CACQ
lvania Sobalvarro, Office of the CLA
Steve Ongele, Office of the Mayor
Moreen Vincent, Gity Attorney's Office
Jan Perry, GDY



bce:

Ras Mallari

Nenita Tan, Office of the City Controlier
Records (2 copies)

Tim Chung, City Attorney office

Jenny Scanjin

Alex Paxton

Nick Saponara




THE COMMUNITY REDEVELCPMENT AGENCY OF THE CITY OF LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA

MEMORANDUM

DATE: NOVEMBER 3, 2011 ' CT3200

1002565
TO: CRA/LA BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
FROM: CHRISTINE ESSEL, CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER
STAFF: JENNY SCANLIN, ACTING REGIONAL ADMINISTRATOR It

ALEX PAXTON, PROJECT MANAGER
NICK SAPONARA, ASSISTANT PROJECT MANAGER

SUBJECT:  Troller Mayer Associates Figueroa Corridor Contract Amendment. Amend
contract with Troller Mayer Associates to increase the amount by $110,585 for
additional design, traffic modeling, environmental document review and
cormnmunity outreach meetings for a total contract amount not to exceed
$3,650,979 as part of the Propasition 1C award for the Figueroa Corridor.

City Center Redevelopment Project Area
DOWNTOWN REGION (CD 9)

RECOMMENDATION{S)

The CRAMA acknowledges and understands that the Supreme Court in the case entitled
California Redevelopment Association v. Matosantos staved ceriain portions of Assembly Biil
x1-26 and Assembly Bill x1-27. Given the Court’s stay and lhe uncertain slatus of such
fegislation, although the CRA/LA is, and the City Council may be, approving cerain actions as
described herein, 1o the extent that such aclions are stayed then the CRA/LA shall not execute
agresments or take such actions, notwithstanding their approval hereof, until the Supreme Court
has decided the case on the merits or the action is no longer stayed.

That the CRA/LA Board of Commissioners subject to City Council review and approval:

1. Amend the contract with Troller Mayer Associates, Inc. to increase the budgst for
design, traffic modeling, and community outreach meetings for the Figueroa and 11"
Street component of the Figueroa Corridor project in an amount of $110,595 of
Proposition 1C funds in budget line Rem Public Improvemsants, for a total contract
amount not to exceed $3,650,979.

That the CRA/LA Board of Commissioners:

2. Reaquest that the City Council acknowledge and approve CRA/LA's implementation of
this project under the Cooperation Agresment for Payment of Costs Associated with
Certain CRA/LA Funded Capital Improvements, Public improvemants, and Affordable
Housing Projects, dated as of March 10, 2011 betweaen the CRA/LA and the City of Los
Angeles.




TROLLER MAYER CONTRACT AMENDMENT PAGE 2

SUMMARY

in 2008, CRA/LA was awarded a $30 million Proposition 1C grant for the Figueroa Corridor
Project ("Project”). This proiect is comprised of a number of sub-projects which includes the
Friends of EXPO Center Soccer Fields, reinventing the Gilbert Lindsay Plaza at the Los Angeles
Convention Center, Venice-Hope Recreation Center and the streetscape improvements akong
Figueroa Street, 11th Street and portions of Martin Luther King, Jr. Boulevard,

The CRA/LA Board, in April 2010, approved a contract with Troller Mayer Associates, Inc.
("Troller Mayar”) to provide planning, design, engineering, bidding assistance and public
outreach services in an amount not to exceed $2,900,384, for the Figueroa and 11th Street
Streetscape (“Figueroa and 11" Project”) component of the overall Figueroa Corridor Project.
The Troller Mayer contract was subsequently amended on June 27, 2011 to add planning,
design, and engineering work for Bill Robertson Lane and Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard
{"Robertson and King Project”) far an amount not to exceed $640,000 which will be funded with
a Metro Call for Projects award.

Due fo the complexity of this Projec!, finalizing a preferred alternative for the Project design has
required many more design iterations than anticipated in the original confract. As such, staff is
recommending the budget for additicnal planning, design, engineering, and community outreach
services be increased by an amount not to exceed $110,595 to continue working with various
stakeholders to finalize the preferred alternative design for the Figueroa and 11" Project.

PREVIOUS ACTIONS

March 3, 2011 and March 22, 2011- CRA/MLA authorization to increase contract with Troller
Mavyer in an armount not to exceed $640,000 for streetscape desigh and engineering work at Bill
Roberison Lane and Martin Luther King, Jr., Boulevard as part of the Figueroa Corridor Project
in the South Los Angeles Region, and City Councai approval of the CRA/LA action, respectively
{CF 11-0374).

April 1, 2010 and May 5, 2010 — GRA/LA authorization to execute contract with Troller Mayer
Associates for an amount not to exceed $2,900,384 for the streetscape design for linking South
Los Angeles to Downtown: Figuerca Corridor and City Council approval of the CRAJLA action,
respectively (CF 08-3193-51}

DISCUSSION & BACKGROUND

in April 2008, the CRAJLA Board of Commissioners approved submittal of a grant application for
$30 milion under Proposition 1C for the Figueroa Corridor Project ("Project”). On July 16, 2008,
the State Depariment of Housing and Community Development announced the grant award {o
CRAJLA, in partnership with the South Park Business and Community Benefit District and the
Figueroa Partnership. The award included funds for the Friends of EXPO Center soccer fields,
reinventing the Gilbert Lindsay Plaza at the Los Angeles Convention Center, Venice-Hope
Recreation Center and Streetscape improvements along Figueroa Street, 11" Street, and
portions of Martin Luther King., Jt. Boulevard.

The Project stretches three and a half miles through Downtown Los Angeles into South Los
Angeles, embracing landmarks, communily and educational faciiities, new developments,
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historic districts and neighborhoods. It covers ierritory in three redevelopment project areas and
invoives a number of different cormmunities, each with unigue needs and characteristics. This
includes a broad array of institutional, private, and governmental entities.

Specifically, the Figueroa and 11" Project provides vonstruction of streetscape improvements
along Figuerca Street between 7™ Street on the north and 41% Street on the south and 11"
Street between Figueroa Street on the west and Broadway on the east. 1t is anticipated that the
streetscape improvements will include patterned sidewalk paving, planting of street trees and
parkway landscaping, pedestrian lights, distinctive crosswall patterning, strest fumiture,
landscaped medians and protecied bicycle lanes. It is envisioned that the Figueroa Corridor wilk
be the unifying element that links South Los Angeles to Downtown.

in the jast 12 months, significant projects were announced which are all impacied by the
Figueroa Corridor Project. This includes Farmet's Fieid, Pico Hall at the Los Angeles
Convention Center, and the Exposition Park Master Plan. These developmenis necessitated
significantly more design iterations and stakeholder meetings to ensure the Figueroa Corridor
Project properly takes into consideration potential changes that may impact the final preferred
alternative. Consequently, it is necessary to increase the Troller Mayer Contract to determine
the final preferred alternative in coordination with the various stakeholder groups. Resources
for this work are inciuded with the CRA/LA's Proposition 1C award.

The consultant team is required to comply with the CRA/LA’s Equal Opportunity and Affirmative
QOutreach Program, Living Wage, Worker Retention, Equal Benefiis and Contractor
Responsibility policies. The team wili also comply with the State of California Prop 1C grant
requirements as applicable.

SOURCE OF FUNDS

The contract increase in the amount of $110,595 will be funded with Proposition 1C inﬂ!!
Infrastructure Grant Funds. No CRA/LA funds are required. _

PROGRAM AND BUDGET IMPACT

This action is consistent with the adopted FY12 Budget and Work Program,

There is no impact on the City's General Fund as a result of this action.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

The planning, landscape design and engineering work as a result of the recommended contract
amendmend, is statutorily exempt from provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act
(*CEQA”) pursuant to Section 15282 (Feasibility and Planning Studies) of the CRA/LA CEQA
Guidelines.
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Christine Essel
Chief Executive Officer

Dalila Sotelo i

Deputy Chief Executive Officer

There is no conflict of interest known to me which exists with regard to any CRA/LA officer or
employee concerning this action.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment A.  Location/Site Map
Attachment B.  Qualified Infill Area Map
Attachment C. Project Summary Sheet
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ATTACHMENT B

117TH STREETSCAPE.

GIL LINDSAY PLAZA

VEMNICE / HOPE RECREATION CENTER

WASHINGTON BOULEVARD STREETSCAPE

10

~—— PROJECT M-1: 1340 5.

CAP PARK FIGUEROA

FIGUERDA STREETSCAPE

PRCGJECT M-3: 2700 5 FEUERDA
~~— PROJECT M-5: 511 W 31st 5T

“ PROJECT Mied: 3025 5 FIGUEROA
PROJECT M-2: ICON PLAZA
PROJFCT A-4: CHELSEY COURT

PROJECT A-3: STOVALL ViLEA
PROJECT M-8 STOVALL TERRACE

AREAS COVERFD 8Y THE LASED STREETSCAPE PLAN
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SITES
MARKET-RATE HOUSING SITES

AFFORDADLE HOUSING SITES
AFFORDABLE HOUSING SITES - Q.LP.

BRrEZ

STREE.TSCAPE IMPROVEMENTS - EINGEUDED BLOCKS
STREETSGAPE IMPROVEMENTS - BLOCKS ALREADY UNBER DEVELOPMENT
PROJECT BOUMDARY
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?é B, - ATTACHMENT C

BUILDING COMMUNITIES

%r; CRA/LA PROJECT SUMMARY REPORT

CITY CENTER. =00 & :
FIGUEROA GORRIDOR PROP 1C GRANT

Board ltem Number: Sustainable Elaments

Board Date: 1132011 + Public Open Space

Profect Location Community Beneflta
Boundaries ane generaky VWilshire Blvd {N), + Area Beautilicaliort )
RBroadway and 118 Freeway (E}, MLK Jr Blvd o Creates new green & open spags, including
(S}, 110 Freeway and Verrmond Ave (W), aclive recreation facilities.

Elirelpation of Blight

Enhanice Bike-ability

Enhance Livapility

Erhance Publlc $afety

Enhance Walkabllity

Enhanced Pedesirdan Enviconment
Faclitates the development of new infil
Elected Officials housing (affordable and market-rate).
GCouncil District 1, Ed P, Reyas Improve Image of Area

Council Disirict 10, Herb J, Wesson .r,

Proposed CRAMLA Action

Trolkey Mayer Assoviates Figueroa Corridor
Conlract Amendment
Additional Information

NIA

o @ & ¢ d 0 O

° = Improved infrastructure
« Council District +4, Jose Huizar « |Improves connections between Dowriowr,
+ Council Districl B, Bernard C. Parks USC, and South LA
« Council Distdel 9, Jan Perry
) A . " Strateyle Plan Goals Met
o« County Supervisor Bistrict 1, Gloria Moling . Oron g
« Gounty Supervisor District 2, Mark Rldley- o 1.1.1 - Create 10,000 construction career-palh

Thomas abs.

Extimated Jobe Creatad: - = State Senale Diskrict 22, Kevin De Ledn CRAILA Policies Applied
Consteuction Jobs feet): 208 » State Senate Disirict 26, Curren D. Price Jr. _—
ohe { ). . » Congress District 33, Karen Bass CRALA Poficies Nat Appliad
Permanen! Jobs {est.): : 119 o Gongrass District 34, Lucille Roybal-Aslard
« Congress Distrlct 31, Xavier Bacera
. » Assembly District 46, John A. Pérez
Total Daveloprtont Costs {TAG): :11;.0 » Assarnbly District 46, Mike Davis
' ken Project Description
CGRARA invastmant $18 mililon Houslng required for $30 million grant for
CRALA Invesimant % of TDC: 8% streelscape improvemants 1o Figueraa, 11ih,

\Washington, and Martin Luther King, Jr. Bivd.
Inchudes redesign and reconstruclion of Gilbert
. Lindsay Park, Expostilon Park Speris Field, and
T i : aw X 3 8
ola Hauslng tofts u 110 Freeway Cap Fark leasihility study.
Total Afiordable Housing Unita: 390

HCO Very Low Income Unis: 0 Project Type
Publlc Improvemant

HOD 10w Incorme Un#ts; 0 .
G013 Conslruction Categaory: New Consiruction

HCD Moderale income Linils: 1] Project Features:

Undetermined Affordabie Unlts: 300 » Parks / openh space

« Streelscape Improvesment
Devsloper | Participant(s)

CRAJLA Project Staff

CRAA Investment Per Restricted $60,000 o Jenny Scanlin, Regional Administrator

Unit _ . ! o Jenry Scanlin, Reglonal Administretor b
S - : & Mick Saponara, Assistant Projact Manager

= Alax Paxton, Project Manager

» Karen Yamamolo, Sr Planner

Fotal Bevelopment Casl Per Unit: $333,333

Project Activities
Completed Aclivilies:

» Board Action, 04/17/08

o City Coungil Aclion, R4/30/08

=« Board Awtherization to Execute Agreement,
1142008
Board Action, 04/01H0
City Coungil Action, 05/05/10
Execute Agreement, 0B/27/10
Qutreach Process Beglns, D&/28410
Quireach Meeting, 66/29/10
Peeparation of Documanis, 06/30/10
Execute Agraement, 07/01/10
Qutreach Meeling, 0824710
Design Crawings Review, 12/34/0
Cutreach Meeling, 02/02/%1
Board Report, 42017114

2 & 8 &4 &8 8 3 B 3 O

Schedufed Activities:
» Conceplual Design Drawings finafized,
1213111
Agreement Type(s)
Project ID): 100255 o Grant Agreement Dala Last Updaled: 1011352014
Obiective Cnitel{s): CT3200 - Terms of CRA/LA Investment: Report Generated: 1071372011




DEPARTMENT OF CITY PLANNING
RECOMMENDATION REPORT

Department of Transportation Reference 08-3193-51,
Council File 10-2385-S1,
Date: August 19, 2013 Nos.: 10-2385-S2
CEQA No.: ENV-2012-1470-EIR
Public Hearing: Public Hearing held Councii No.: 1-Cedillo, 9-Price,
February 14, 2013 14-Huizar
Plan Area: Central City, South
Los Angeles,
Southeast Los
Angeles
PROJECT LOCATION

The project area is located in portions of the Central City, South Los Angeles, and
Southeast Los Angeles Community Plans. The project is located in the public rights-of-
way along the sidewalk and roadway segments identified in the project description
below.

PROPOSED PROJECT

The Figueroa Streetscape Project (Proposed Project) consists of 4.5 miles of new
bicycle facilities and streetscape improvements. The new bicycle facilities consists of
three miles of a combination of new buffered bicycle lanes and cycle tracks along S.
Figueroa Street, from 7" Street to Martin Luther King Jr.. Boulevard; a one-way
westbound buffered bicycle lane along six blocks of 11" Street, from Broadway to
Figueroca Street; and new buffered bicycle lanes along Bill Robertson Lane between
Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard and Exposition Boulevard. Cycle tracks are dedicated
bicycle lanes with additional separation form the adjacent travel lane. They are typically
installed within the existing roadbed in the direction of adjacent traffic, either between
the curb and on-street parking, or separated from vehicular traffic lanes by physical
barriers. Buffered bicycle lanes are similar to standard Class 1l bicycle fanes though with
an additional painted buffered striping next to the adjacent travel lane.

The Proposed Project also includes, where cycle fracks area installed, modified traffic
signals to provide separate bike sighal heads combined with two-stage left-turn queuing
space at sighalized intersections to allow bicyclists to safely turn left from Figueroa
Street onto perpendicular streets. Demarcations, using colored paint and sighage, will
be provided through intersections and conflict zones, such as driveways or at other
potential bicycle/vehicle and bicycle/pedestrian mixing areas. Outboard bus platforms
would be constructed between the cycle tracks and travel lanes to facilitate boarding
and alighting of passengers without requiring buses to cross or block the cycle tracks.

L Exhibit #3

City Planning Report
8/19/13



The streetscape improvements along S. Figueroa Street include pedestrian scale street
lighting, new strest trees and planting areas {which could manage and cleanse
stormwater from the roadway), repaired and enhanced sidewalk paving at transit stops,
ephanced crosswalk treatments, transit fumniture, and public art. Similar pedestrian
scale improvements stich as lighting, new street frees, enhanced crosswalks, and art
are also proposed along, 11th Street, from Figueroa Street to Broadway; Bill Robertson
Lane, from Martin Luther Klng Jr. Boulevard to Exposition Boulevard; and Martin Luther
King Jr. Boulevard, from Figueroa Street to Bill Robertson Lane. Table 1 summarizes
the general improvements proposed for each Proposed Project segment.

Figure 1 shows the location of the Proposed Project in relation to nearby existing
bicycle lanes and cother bicycie lanes proposed for the Central Area. The Proposed
Project is part of 40.4 miles of new bicycle lanes proposed as part of the First-Year of
the First Five Year Implementation Strategy of the 2010 Bicycle Plan.! The Proposed
Project implements several programs of the 2010 Bicycle Plan, which includes
compleiion of a backbone bicycle network (Program 1.1.2 A), and development of
protected bicycle lanes (Program 1.1.7 B).

The Proposed Project would include restriping of new lanes, installment of new curbs
and minor excavation and construction associated with the streetscape improvements in
the pubiic right-of-way. Implementation of the proposed bicycle lanes would not change
access to existing facilities and properties.

. TABLE 1: PROPOSED BICYCLE LANES, CYCLE TRACKS AND STREETSCAPE BY PROJECT

SEGMENTS

‘ Length
Street / Facility Type Limits {miles} | Area/Connection
S. Figueroa Street / cycle tracks, huffered Martin Luther 3.0 Central City, South
bicycle lanes, and streetscape improvements King Jr. Bivd. to and Southeast LA
7" st, :
11" Street / cycle tracks, and streetscape Figueroa St. to | 0.5 | Centrai City
improvements Broadway '
Martin Luther King Jr. / bicycle lanes?, Bl Robertson | 0.4 | South Los Angeles
streetscape improvements ' Lave and S
Figueroa St,
Bill Robertson Lane ! buffered bicycle lanes, | Martin Luther 0.5 South Los Angelas
and streetscape improvements King Jr. 8ivd. to
Exposition Bivd.
TOTAL 4.5 Central and South
Areas
SOURCE: City of Los Angeles, LADOT, 2012. '

? A Draft EIR was prepared and made available an January 1 7, 2013 that avaluated the traffic and safefy impacts of
39.5 miles proposed bicycle lanes inclitding the Proposed Project. An additional 0.9 miles of transit-bicycle only
lanes was evaluated in a separafe Traffic and Safely Assessment pursuant fo the procedures of Section 21080.20.5
of the Fublic Resource Code (PRC).

2 The bicycle lanes were evaluated in the Draft FIR, and described in the DCP Staff Recommendation: Report for the
First Year of the Five Year lmplemenfaffon Strategy of the 2040 Brcycle PIan in the Central Area, dated on June 18,
2013. Available here: hifp: o ; ga, Sla
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The implementation of the Proposed Project would resulf in greater bicycle network
benefits by connecting to the existing bicycle lanes along Exposition Boulevard,

"Figueroa Street, 7 Street, Grand Avenue, Olive Street and Main Street, as well as

bicycle lanes proposed for the Central Area, thereby facilitating inviting and safe bicycle
travel from the neighborhoods of South and Southeast Los Angeles into the Downtown
area.

The following is a brief description of the roadway reconfiguration, bicycle facilities,
streefscape improvements, and parking losses for each of the segments in the
Proposed Project.

Figueroa Street — Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard to 7" Street

Along Figueroa Streef, the Proposed Project would eliminale the peak-period
northbound travel lane from Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard to Adams Boulevard, the
peak-period southbound travel lane from Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard to Venice
Boulevard, and one full-time northbound mixed-flow travel lane from Exposition

Boulevard to 8th Street.

Along Figuerca Street, the Proposed Project would install standard bicycle lanes in

- each direction from Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard to Exposition Boulevard, and from

21st Street and 11th Street. Cycle tracks are proposed in each direction from Exposition
Boulevard to 21st Street, and in the northbound direction only from 11th Street to 7th
Street along Figueroa Sireet.

The Proposed Project would maintain: two northbound mixed-flow {ravel lanes, two
southbound mixed-flow travel lanes, and a center left-turn lane from Martin Luther King
Jr. Boulevard to Adams Boulevard; two northbound mixed-flow ftravel lanes,
one northbound peak-period bus-only lane, and one southbound mixed-flow travel lane,
and a center lefi-turn fane from Adams Boulevard {o Venice Boulevard; two full-time
mixed-flow travel lanes in the southbound direction, two full-time northbound mixed-flow
fravel lanes and one northbound peak-period bus-only lane, and a center lefi-turn fane
from Venice Boulevard to Olympic Boulevard; two full-time northbound mixed-flow travel
lanes and a northbound peak-period bus-only lane from Olympic Boulevard to 9th
Street; and two full-time northbound mixed-flow travel lanes, a northbound peak-period
bus-only fane, and an additional peak-period mixed-flow lane on the west side of the
roadway from 9th Street to 8th Street. The northbound peak-period mixed-flow lane
becomes a full-time mixed flow travel lane just north of 8th Street. The northbound
peak-pericd bus-only lane is a mixed-flow trave! lane during the off-peak period.

The Proposed Project would eliminate a maximum of 160 parkmg spaces along
Figueroa Street between Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard and 7™ Street. Where parking
is already restricted in either the AM or PM peak periods along certain segments of
Figueroa Street, the Proposed Project would impact parking only during the non-peak
period.

11" Sireet {Figueroa Street to Broadway)

The Proposed Project would eliminate one eastbound travel lane beiween Figueroa
Street and Broadway, and would install an eastbound buffered bicycle lane and
maintain one eastbound travel lane between Figueroa Street and Broadway.




Bill Reberson Lane {(Exposition Boulevard to Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard)

The Proposed Project would install bicycle lanes in each direction, and maintain one
fravel lane in each direction. On-street parking on the west side of Bill Robertson Lane
opposite the Roy A. Anderson Recreation Center between Leighton Avenue and Martin
l.uther King Jr. Boulevard would be retained.

Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard {Figueroa Street to Bill Robertson Lane)

As stated above, the Proposed Project inciudes new streetscape elements between
Figueroa Street to Bill Robertson Lane. However, as part of the Five Year
implementation Strategy of the 2010 Bicycle Plan in the Central Area, one full-time
motor vehicle lane would be eliminated in each direction from Leimert Boulevard to
Figueroa Street to install bicycle ianes.®

~REQUESTED ACTIONS

1. That the Department of Transportation (LADOT) install 4.5 miles of new bicycle
facilities and streetscape improvements (including 3.0 miles of a combination of
cycle tracks and buffered bicycle lanes along South Figueroa Street, from Martin
Luther King Jr. Boulevard to 7th Street; 0.5 miles of one way buffered bicycle
lane along 11th Street from Broadway to South Figueroa Street; and 0.5 miles of
buffered bicycle lanes along Bill Robertson Lane from Exposition Boulevard to
Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard; and 0.5 miles of streetscape elements along
Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard, from Figueroa Street to Bill Robertson Lane) in
accordance with the Figueroa Streetscape Project and the 2010 Bicycle Plan.

2. That LADOT Certify the Environmental Impact Report ENV-2012-1470-EIR
included as Attachment 1.

3. That LADOT Adopt the Environmental Findings included as Attachment 2.

4. That LADOT Adopt the Statement of Overriding Considerations included as
part of Attachment 2. (See Section 1X)

5. That LADOT Adopt the Mitigation Monitoring Program included as Attachment
3.

* The hicycle lanes wera evaluated in the Draft EIR, and described in the DCP Staff Recommendation Report for the
First Year of the Five Year Implerentation Strategy of the 2010 Bicycle Plan in the Caniral Area, dated on June 19,
2013. Available here: htipeityplanning lacily.ora/owd/anipinfranseltNewBikePlan/Txt/CeniralAreaStaffipt pdf
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CITY OF LOS ANGELES

CALIFORNIA
Juime ds la Vega DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
GENERAL MANAGER 100 South Maln Street, 10th Floor
Los Angeles, Galifornla 90012
1213) 672-5470
FAX {213) 9728410
ot
ERIC GARCETTI
MAYOR
Date: August 27, 2013 Reference 08-3183, 08-3193-51,
Council File 10-2385-51
Public Hearing:  Public Hearing held Nos.: 10-2385-82
February 4, 2013 CEQA No.: ENV-2012-1470-EIR
Council No.: 1-Cedillo, 8-Price,

14-Hulzar

Plan Area: Central City, South Los
Angeles, Southeast Los
Angeles

SUBJECT: NOTICE OF GENERAL MANAGER’S DETERMINATION ~ FIGUEROA
STREETSCAPE PROJECT

To Interested Parties:

The Figueroa Streetscape Project (Proposed Project) consists of 4.5 miles of new
bicycle facilities and streetscape improvements. The new bicycle facilities consist of
three miles of a combination of new buffered bicycle lanes and cycle tracks along South
Figueroa Street, from 7 Strest to Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard; a one-way
westbound bufferad bicycle lane along six blocks of 11™ Street, from Broadway to South
Figueroa Sireet; and new buffered bicycle lanes along Bill Robertson Lane between
Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard and Exposition Boulevard. Cycle tracks (also known as
protected bicycle ianes) are similar to Class Il bicycle lanes, but physically separated
from the adjacent travel lane. They are typically instalied within the existing roadbed in
the direction of adjacent traffic, either between the curb and on-street parking, or
separated from vehicular traffic lanes by physical barriers. Buffered bicycle lanes are
Class U bicycle lanas with a painted gore area hetween the bicycle lane and adjacent
travel lane. '

The Proposed Project also includes - where cycle tracks are installed - modified traffic
signals to provide dedicated bicycle signal heads and phasing, combined with two-stage
left-turn queuing space at signalized infersections {o allow bicyclists to safely turn left
from Figueroa Street onto perpendicular sirests. Demarcations, using colored paint and
signage, wili be provided through intersections and conflict zones, such as driveways or
at other potential bicycle/vehicle and bicycle/pedestrian mixing areas. Qutboard bus
platforms will be constructed between the cycle tracks and travel lanes to facilitate
boarding and alighting of passengers without requiring buses to cross or block the cycle
tracks.

Exhibit #4
General Manager’s
Determination 8/27/13 .




Interested Parties 2 August 27, 2013

Streetscape improvemants along South Figueroa Strest include new pedestrian-scale
street lighting and roadway lighting, new street trees and planting areas, repaired and
enhanced sidewalk paving at transit stops, enhanced crosswalk treatmenis, transit
furniture and public art. Similar improvements are aiso proposed along 11th Street,
from Figueroa Strest to Broadway, along Bill Robertson Lane, from Martin Luther King
Jr. Boufevard to Exposition Boulevard and along Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard, from
Figueroa Street to Bill Robertson Lane.

The Proposed Project would include restriping of lanes, installation of new curbs and
minor excavation and construction assoclated with the streetscape improvements in the
public right-of-way. There would be no change in access to existing facilities and
properties,

The former Community Redevelopment Agency of the City of Los Angeles (CRA/LA)
Initiated the Proposed Project through a $20 million Proposition 1C grant to promote
sconomic development and improve the bicycle, pedestrian and transit experience
along the Figueroa Street corridor. Afer the State dissolved the CRA/LA in 2011, the
Proposed Project was transferred to the Department of Transportation (LADOT).

LADOT is also the Implementing agency of the 2010 Bicycle Plan, and serves as the
Lead Agency pursuant to review required by the Division 13 of the Public Resource
Code (PRC). The Bicycle Plan, adopted on March 1, 2011 Identifies a 1,684-mile
bikeway system and includes a comprehensive collection of programs and policies. The
Proposed Project implements several programs of the 2010 Bicycle Plan, including
completion of a backbone bicycie network (Program 1.1.2 A}, and development of
protected bicycle lanes (Program 1.1.7 B). LADOT is also coordinating the Bicycle
Plan's Five-Year Implementation Strategy in the Central Area, which includes a number
of bleyels lane segments in Central Los Angeles, in addition to those on Figusroa and
11th Streets. ' '

The Department of City Planning (DCP) released a Final Environmental Impact Report
(EIR) on August 7, 2013, and a Staff Recommendation Report on August 19, 2013 that
concluded that City of Los Angsles Is in compliance with Division 13 of the PRC, also
known as the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). DCP evaluated the
environmental impacts of the Proposed Project, included measures to mitigate
environmental impacts, and held a hearing in the area affected by the Proposed Project
as described in the DCP 8taff Recommendation Report. The DCP Staff
Recommendation Report included the following recommended actions:

1. That the Department of Transportation (LADOT) install 4.5 miles of new bicycle
facilitios and streetscape improvements (inciuding 3.0 miles of a combination of
cycle tracks and buffered bloycle lanes along South Figueros Street, from Martin
Luther King Jr. Boulavard to 7th Street; 0.5 miles of one way buffered bicycle
lane along 11th Street from Broadway to South Figueroa Street; and 0.5 miles of
buffered bicycle lanes along Bill Robertson Lane from Exposition Boulevard to
Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard; and 0.5 miles of streetscape elements along




Interested Parties 3 August 27, 2013

Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard, from Figueroa Sireet fo Bill Robertson Lane)'
in accordance with the Figueroa Streetscape Project and the 2010 Bicygle Plan,

2. That LADOT Certify the Environmental Impact Report ENV-2012-1470-EIR
included as Attachment 1.

3. ThatLADOT Adopt the Environmental Findings included as Attachment 2.

4, That LADOT Adopt the Statement of Overriding Considerations included as part
of Attachment 2. (See Section §X)

5. That LADOT Adopt the Mitigation Monitoring Program included as Attachment 3.

DETERMINATION

Pursuant to the Los Angeles Municipai Code (LAMC) Sections 80.08.2 and Section
89.01, | hershy:

1.

APPROVE to install 4.5 miles of new bicycle facilities and streetscaps
improvements (including 3.0 miles of a combination of cycle tracks and buffered
bicycle lanes along South Figueroa Street, from Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard
o 7th Strest; 0.5 miles of one way buffered bicycle lane along 11th Street from
Broadway to South Figueroa Street; and 0.5 miles of buffered bicycle lanes along
Bill Roberison Lane from Exposition Boulevard to Martin Luther King Jr.
Boulevard; and 0.5 miles of strestscape elements along Martin Luther King Jr.
Boulevard, from to Figueroa Street to Bill Robertson Lane) in accordance with
the Flgueroa Streetscape Project and the 2010 Bicycle Plan.

CERTIFY that the Environmental impact Report (EIR) (EIR No. ENV-2012-1470-
EIR; State Clearinghouse Number 2012061092, included as Attachment 1 of the
DCP Staff Recommendation Report) has been completed in compliance with the

‘California Environmental Quality Act, the State Guidelines and the City

Guidelines, and that the General Manager of LADOT has reviewed the
information contained therein and considered If along with other factors related to
this project; that this determination refiects the independent judgment of the City
of Los Angeles; and that the documents constituting the record of proceedings in
this matter are located In the files of DCP in the custody of the Citywide Section;
and ADOPT the EIR.

ADOCPT the FINDINGS made pursuant to and in accordance with Section 21081
of the Public Resources Code (included as Attachment 2 of the DCP Staff
Recornmendation Report), and the Statement of Overriding Considerations
prepared by DCP included as part of Attachment 2 (See Section 1X) of the DCP
Siaff Recommendation Report.
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4, ADOPT the FINDINGS made pursuant to and in accordance with Section
21081.6 of the California State Public Resources Code, the Mitigation Monitoring
and Reportting Program as the Findings of the General Manager of LADOT and
ADOPT the Mitigation Monitoring Program included as Aftachment 3 of the DCP
Staff Recommendation Report.

EFFECTIVE DATE

The Determination in this matter will become effective and final fifiteen {15) days after
the date of mailing the Notlce of General Manager's Determination.

Jaime de la Vega
General Mahager

Attachments




Mercedes, Nissan, Chievrolet, Volkswagen, Porsche & Audi
Shammas Company Analysis - Totals

Updated as of 8/13/M12

2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

5 Number of Employees (during the year) 657 708 763 823 887

4 Salaries $ 33803285 § 38800447 § 43006789 $ 47599306 $ 52,359,236

5 Average Salary $ 51451 $ 54797 % - 55408 % 57,833 § 50,014

& City of LA Residents 272 203 36 kol 367

7 County of LA Residents 623 672 724 780 841

& Minority/Female Workforce 86% 86% 86% 36% 86%

& City of LA Business License Fees 3 540,043 $ 771197 § 854,108 § 942,003 $ 1,037,202

G State Sales Tax $ 18160044 § 17278802 $ 19180184 $  21,202436 $ 23322679

i1 Property Tax $ 609,403 $ 621,592 § 634,023 § 646,704 $ 659,638

Gross Sales $ 440025241 § 487502199 § 539147780 $§ 594,799,775 $ 654,279,753
HISTORICAL DATA

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010
15 Number of Employees (during the year) 875 916 951 869 652 630
77 Salaries $ 30089990 $ 340676459 § 34262493 § 31678496 $ 27,808,315 § 28,949,093
75 Average Salary $ 34,389 § 37,856 $ 36,028 $ 36454 § 42651 § 45,951
12 City of LA Business License Fees 5 558,144 § 586,165 $ 682,529 $ 656,327 $ 541,979 $ 471,120
73 State Sales Tax $ 13636744 §  15850,710 § 15,734,983 § 12,667,655 $§ 12,253,969 $§ 14,224,306
71 Property Tax 3 250,887 $ 400,643 § 482412 § 477,352 § 722410 $ 603,345
2; Gross Sales $ 342333777 § 421116800 § 417342311 $ 370,818,187 $ 320,652,805 $ 378,314,923
24 Assumptions
2%  Employment Growth per Year 7.8% City of LA Residents 1%
25 Salary as a % of Sales 10% County of LA Residents 95%
27 Buslness License Fees as a % of Sales 0.2% Minority / Female Workforce 86%
2% State Sales Tax as a % of Sales 4%
72 Property Tax Increase per Year 2%
3 Annual Projected Gross Sales Growth 10%-11%

24
37 CONFIDENTIAL

35 IThe attached analysis was preparsd by Kho & Patel based on our review of historical information. We have not audited or reviewsd the underlying data and acoordingly do not express an apinion or any other form of agsurance on

z¢ fthem. Furthermore, there will usually be differancss between the projecied and actual resulls because events and sircurnstances frequently do not ooour as expected, and those differences may be material. We have na responsibility toy
2z update our repert for svents ang cirumstances oceurring after the date of this repert. This analysis is not inlended to ba definitive or conclusive in nature and was prepared to provide guidance far the purpose of discussions and is

an [herefare resticted fo intemal use.
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Shammas Company Analysis

Updated as of 8/13/12
P . 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
% Number of Employees (during the year) 207 223 241 259 280
4 Salaries $ 14,621,022 § 16,205,238 § 17825762 3 19608338 § 21,569,172
5 Average Salary $ 70,633 $ 72622 $ 74,104 $ 75616 § 77,159
¢ City of LA Residents 80 86 93 100 108
7 Gounty of LA Residents 204 220 237 256 275
2 Minority/Female Workforce 84% 84% 84% 84% 84%
¢ City of LA Business License Fees $ 240,293 $ 390,488 § - 499536 $ 472490 $ 519,739
State Sales Tax $ 4,048,710 § 5,857,315 § 6,443,046 $ 7,087,351 § 7,798,086
i Property Tax $ 147,138 § 150,081 $ 153,082 § 156,144 § 159,267
12 Gross Sales $ 177494391 § 105243830 § 214768213 § 236245034 § 250,860,538
HISTORICAL DATA
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010
Number of Employees {during the year) 372 332 307 314 237 230
Salaries $ 14511416 § 15847068 § 15357304 § 13366712 § 12201400 § 13,264,386
12 Average Salary $ 39,009 $ 47,732 § 50,024 § 42569 $ 51,863 % 57,671
¢ City of LA Business License Fees $ 305883 § 308427 $ 337,048 § 304,888 § 232,343 § 205,540
2 State Sales Tax $ 5818,012 § 6,223,046 $ 5729914 § 4722029 $ 4,645,559 § 4,992,997
71 Property Tax $ 110,658 $ 121047 % 151,843 % 158,855 § 217480 § 154,787
v Gross Sales $ 181956632 § 206,657,126 $ 185,596,268 § 159,791,915 § 141,505,761 $ 172,754,447
24 Assumptions
25 Employment Growth per Year 7.8% City of LA Residents 39%
25 Salary as a % of Sales 8% County of LA Residents 29%
27 Business License Fees as a % of Sales 0.2% Minority / Female Workforce 84%
2 State Sales Tax as a % of Sales 3%
28 Property Tax Increase per Year 2%
3 Annual Projected Gross Sales Growth 10%
32 CONFIDENTIAL

3% IThe attached analysis was prepared Dy Kio & Patel based on our review of historical iInfarmation. We havs not auditsd or reviewad the underlying data and accordingly do not sxpress an opinion or any other form of asstrance on
24 [them. Furthermers, there will usually be differences between the projected and actual resuils hecause avents and circumestances frequently da not oceur as expected, and thoss differences may be material. We have no responsiolli
upgate our report for events and circumstances cocurring after the dale of this report. This analysts is not intended to he definifive or conclugive i nature and was prepared 1o provide guidance for the purpose of discussions and is
iherefore restricied to internal Use.
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Shammas Company Analysis

Updated as of 8/13/12
2 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
% Number of Employees (during the year) 110 119 - 128 138 149
y 4 Salaries $ 5,066,760 $ 5592774 § 6,152,051 $ 6,767,256 § 7,443,982
” & Average Salary $ 46,061 § 47,165 § 48,121 § 49,109 $ 50,112
5 City of LA Residents 55 59 B4 69 74
7 County of LA Residents 103 111 120 129 13%
& Minority/Female Workforce 87% 87% 87% 87% 87%
¢ Gity of LA Business License Fees 3 55,976 $ 118,995 § 130,895 § 143,984 § 158,383
: State Sales Tax $ 3432208 3 3,569,856 $ 3,026,841 % 4,319,525 § 4,751,478
i1 Property Tax $ 65,709 % 67,023 § 68,364 % 69,731 § 71,126
iz Gross Sales $ 54,088,723 § 50,497,595 § 65,447,355 § 71,992,000 $§ 79,191,299
HISTORICAL DATA
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010
Number of Employees {during the year) 166 171 183 154 111 97
Salaries $ 6113477 § 5,690,851 § 5285903 % 5,392,883 § 4417980 % 3,860,555
i Average Salary $ 36,828 $ 33,280 § 28,885 § 35018 39802 ¢ 39,800
15 City of LA Business License Fees $ 97,069 § 126,871 § 115535 $ 109,017 § 85653 3 60,003
20 State Sales Tax $ 4601154 § 3,940,104 § 3,997,757 § 2918125 § 2,081,431 § 2,340,921
71 Property Tax 3 57,429 § 45248 § 47636 § 46,716 § 62221 § 63,818
22 Gross Sales 3 75,672,811 § 70,042,282 § 68,614,508 $ 53,879,887 § 36,714,616 § 34,481,080
24 Assumptions
25 Employment Growth per Year 7.8% City of LA Residents 50%
25 Salary as a % of Sales 9% County of LA Residents 94%
27 Business License Fees as a % of Sales 0.2% Minority / Female Workforce 87%
2% State Sales Tax as a % of Sales 6%
2% Property Tax Increase per Year 2%
3 Annual Projected Gross Sales Growth 10%
a1
32 CONFIDENTIAL
33 [The attached analysis was prepared by Kho & Patel based on our review of histarical inforration. We have not audited or reviewed the undertying data and accordingly to not express an apinion or any other form of assuranse on
34 phem. Furthermare, there will usually be differences bstween the projected and actual results because events and cimumstances srequently do nat aoour as expected, and those diffarances may be material. Wa have ne responsibility 1
o update our report for events and crcumstances occurring after the date of this report. This analysis is not intended 10 be dsfiaftive or conslusive in naturs and was preparsd 1o provide guidance for lhe purpose of discussions and is
therefore restricted to internal use.
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Shammas Company Analysis

Updated as of 8/13/12
e 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
3 Number of Employees {during the year) 107 115 124 134 144
4 Salaries 3 3,311,895 § 3,763,970 $ 4,516,764 $ 5,194,279 § 5,713,706
5 Average Salary $ 30952 % 32632 § - 36,325 § 38751 § 39,542
¢ City of LA Residents 40 43 46 50 54
7 County of LA Residents 98 106 114 123 132
Minority/Female Workforce 94% 94% 94% 94% 94%
City of LA Business License Fees $ 33782 § 57,907 $ 69,489 $ 79,912 § 87,903
State Sales Tax 3 1,414,129 § 1,737,217 § 2,084,660 $ 2,397,359 § 2,637,095
11 Property Tax $ 165,422 § 158,531 § 161,701 § 164,935 § 168,234
17 Gross Sales $ 23,162,892 § 28,953,615 $ 34,744,338 § 39,955,980 § 43,951,588
13
14 HISTORICAL DATA
15 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010
it Number of Employees (during the year) 180 182 211 169 86 83
17 Salaries $ 5008949 §$ 6,256,178 $ 5,697,052 % 4218114 § 2875237 § 3,055,312
. 15 Average Salary $ 278271 % 34375 § 27,000 § 24,950 % 33433 § 36,311
’ 13 City of LA Business License Fees $ 70,800 § 81,507 § 83,187 § 67,757 § 38573 § 29,637
#) State Sales Tax $ 1,342,708 § 2633015 3 1,995,248 $ 1,177,360 § 1,058,861 § 1,259,478
21 Property Tax $ 40,281 § 127,208 § 130,836 § 130,735 § 141,811 § 152,252
27 Gross Sales $ 29,755,045 § 44,948,648 § 38015926 § 22544129 § 16,605,863 $ 18,645,030
24 Assumptions
25 Employment Growth per Year 1.8% City of LA Residents 37%
25 Salary as a % of Sales 13% County of LA Residents 92%
27 Business License Fees as a % of Sales 0.2% Minority / Female Workforce 94%
: 76 State Sales Tax as a % of Sales 6%
25 Property Tax Increase per Year 2%
#: Annual Projected Gross Sales Growth Varies from 25% - 10%
kY
37 CONFIDENTIAL
33 [The sttached analysis was prepared by Kho & Patel based on our review of historical information. We have not audited or reviewed the underlying data ang accordingly do not express an opinion of any other form of assurance on
34 fthern. Furthermars, there will usually be difterences between the projested and actual results because events and circumstances frequently do nof occur as expected, and those differences may be material. We have ne responsi
25 update our repoTt for m.,_‘m:a and circumstances soouming after the date of this report. This analysis is not intended (o be definitive or conclusive in nature and was preparsd to pravide guidance Tor the purpose of discussiens and is
% therafore restricted to internal use.
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Volkswagen, Porsche & Audiis o
Shammas Company Analysis

Updated as of 8/13/12
2 2011 2012 2013 214 2015
3 Number of Employees (during the year) 233 251 271 202 NG
4 Salaries $ 10803609 § 13247465 § 14572212 § 16,029433 $§ 17,632,376
5 Average Salary $ 46,367 § 52742 § 53,819 § 54917 § 56,038
£ City of LA Residents 97 105 113 122 131
7 County of LA Residents 218 235 253 273 294
Minority/Female Workforce 82% 82% 82% 82% 82%
City of LA Business License Fees $ 209,992 $ 203807 § 224188 $ 246607 $ 271,267
State Sales Tax $ 7,264,997 § 6,114,215 § 6,725,636 § 7,398,200 $ 8,138,020
Property Tax $ 241,434 § 245957 § 250,876 $ 255,893 § 261,011
12 Gross Sales $ 185279235 § 203,807,159 $ 224187874 § 246,606,662 $ 271,267,328
4 HISTORICAL DATA
2005 2006 2007 2008 2008 2010
Number of Employees {during the year) 157 231 250 232 218 220
7 Salaries $ 4,456,148 § 6,882,363 $ 7,922,233 § 8,700,788 $ 8223599 % 8,768,841
‘3 Average Salary $ 28,383 § 29794 § 31689 $ 37503 % 37723 § 39,858
5 City of LA Business License Fees $ 84,392 % 89,360 3 145,859 § 174,666 $ 185,410 § 175,850
23 State Sales Tax $ 1,874,870 $ 3,054,545 § 4,012,064 §$ 3850141 $ 4468,068 $ 5,630,910
2+ Property Tax $ 42519 § 107,040 § 152,007 $ 141045 § 300,808 3 232,488
77 Gross Sales § 54948389 § 99468744 § 125115519 § 134,602,256 $ 125826565 $§ 152,434,366
7 Assumptions
25 Employment Growth per Year 7.8% City of LA Residents 42%
2% Salary as a % of Sales 7% County of LA Residents . 94%
27 Busliness License Fees as a % of Sales 0.1% Minority / Female Workforce 82%
75 State Sales Tax as a % of Sales 3%
75 Property Tax Increase per Year 2%
3 Annual Projected Gross Sales Growth 10%
3 CONFIDENTIAL

Le¥

The atlached analysis was preparsd by Kho & Patel based on our review of historical information, We have nof audited or reviewed the underlying data and acoordingly do not express an apinion or any other form of assurance an
tham. Furthermare, thers will usually be differences tetween the projected and aciual resulls because events and circumstances frequently do not occur 23 expected, and those diffisrences may be material. We have no responsi
update our report for events and circumstances ooourring afier the date of this repart. This analysis Is not intended to be definitive or conclusive in nature and was prepared to provide guidance for the purpose of discussions and is
therefore restricted 1o internal use.
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AMENDED IN SENATE JUNE 12, 2013

CALIFORNIA LEGISLATURE—2013—14 REGULAR SESSION

ASSEMBLY BILL No. 92

Introduced by Committee on Budget (Blumenfield (Chair), Bloom,
Bonilla, Campos, Chesbro, Daly, Dickinson, Gordon,
Jones-Sawyer, Mitchell, Mullin, Muaratsuchi, Nazarian, Rendon
Skinner, Stone, and Ting)

January 10,2013

Afraetrelatingto-the Budget-Aet-of-2013—An act fo add Sections
53545.15 and 53565 to the Health and Safety Code, to amend Section
97.68 of, and to add Sections 18032 and 24953 to, the Revenue and
Taxation Code, and o amend Section 2 of Chapter 777 of the Statutes
of 2012, relating to state government, and making an appropriation
therefor, to take effect immediately, bill related 1o the budget.

LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL’S DIGEST

AB 92, as amended, Commitiee on Budget., Budget-Aet-of 2043—
State government.

(I} Existing law provides thatr there Is the Transit-Oriented
Development Implementation Fund from which the Department of
Housing and Community Development shall provide grants and loans
to cities, counties, cities and counties, transit agencies, and developers
Jor the purpose of developing or facilitating the development of higher
density uses within close proximity to transit stations-that will increase
public transit riderships. Existing law appropriates various sums to
this fund for use by the department for liquidation of encumbrances for
limited periods of time, as specified.

This bill instead would extend the period of time during which the
appropriated funds shall be available for liguidation of encumbrances

98
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AB 92 —2—

until June 30, 2017, subject to performance-based milesiones to be
established by the department.

Existing law provides that there is the Regional Planning, Housing,
and Infill Incentive Account in the Housing and Emergency Shelter
Trust Fund of 2006 from which funds shall be available, upon
appropriation by the Legislature, and subject to other conditions and
criteria as the Legislature may provide in statute, for infill incentive
grants for capital outlay related to infill housing development and other
related infill development, and for brownfield cleanup that promotes
infill housing development and other related infill development
consistent with regional and local plans. Existing law appropriates
various sums to this fund for use by the department for liquidation of
encumbrances for limited periods of time, as specified.

This bill instead would extend the period of time during which the
appropriated funds shall be available for liquidation of encumbrances
until June 30, 2017, subject to performance-based milestones to be
established by the department.

Because this bill would extend the period of time during which various
appropriations are available for use by the department for particular
purposes, this bill would make an appropriation.

(2) Existing law requires the county auditor, in each fiscal year, to
atlocate property tax revenue to local jurisdictions in accordance with
specified formulas and procedures, and generally requires that each
Jjurisdiction be allocated an amount equal to the total of the amount of
revenue allocated to that jurisdiction in the prior fiscal year, subject
to certain modifications, and that jurisdiction’s portion of the annual
tax increment, as defined. Existing property tax law also reduces the
amounts of ad valorem property tax revenue that would otherwise be
annually allocated to the counties, cities, and special districts pursuant
to these general allocation requirements by requiring, for purposes of
determining property tax revenue allocations in each county for the
1992-93 and 1993-94 fiscal years, that the amounts of property tax
revenue deemed allocated in the prior fiscal year to the counties, cities,
and special districts be reduced in accordance with certain formulas.
Existing law requires that the revenues not allocated to the counties,
cities, and special districts as a result of these reductions be transferred
to the Educational Revenue Augmentation Fund in that county for
allocation to school districts, community college districts, and the county
office of education.

98
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The “My Figueroa” Streetscape Project proposes to eliminate several lanes of vehicular traffic, in
order to add new buffered bicycle lanes, cycle tracks, extended pedestrian sidewalks, dedicated
bus lanes and enhanced transit siops. The project area includes a four mile stretch from
Downtown Los Angeles to South Los Angeles and is primarily located in the Figueroa Corridor,
The project is funded by a Proposition 1C grant.

Specifically, the proposed project would eliminate one southbound ftraffic lane and the peak-
period northbound lane along S. Figueroa Street between Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard and
Exposition Boulevard. Between Exposition Boulevard and Adams Boulevard, the pxoposed
project would eliminate two northbound lanes, and between Exposition Boulevard and 30™
Street, the proposed project would eliminate one peak-period southbound lane. Between Adams
Boulevard and Venice Boulevard, the peak-period southbound lane and one northbound lane
would be eliminated. Furthermore, from Venice Boulevard to 8" Street, one northbound lane
would be eliminated. The elimination of traffic Janes are also proposed on 11 Street between S.
Broadway Avenue and S. Figueroa Street, and on Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard between S.
Figueroa Street and S, Vermont Avenue.

Several stakeholders, local businesses and community members have expressed concerns over
how the lane reductions will affect the flow of traffic and ingress and egress to businesses
institutions located on the Figueroa Corridor. Concerns have been expressed that the analysis is
incomplete because congestion on S. Figueroa Street would be aggravated by northbound drivers
exiting Interstate-110 at West Adams Boulevard fo avoid bottlenecks where the express lanes
end. This is significant, as the proposed project already predicts a significant travel delays, of 90
seconds or more, at 9 separate intersections. This would result in an additional 15 minutes or
more for commuters and more importantly significant delays for emergency responders. On top
of these expected delays, the Environmental Impact Report does not analyze traffic impacts that
will be imposed by the construction of the Broadway Street Car, which would be designed to
operate in the mixed-flow travel lanes of the Figueroa Corridor. '

I THEREFORE MOVE that the City Council direct the LADOT, with assistance of the
Department of City Planning, to report back to the City Council with an in-depth analysis of the
considerations taken in determining what parts of the Figueroa Corridor justified the need for
cyele tracks versus buffered bicycle lanes, and extended pedestrian sidewalks which result in the
complete removal of peak-period traffic lanes. This analysis should include:

1) Alternatives considered to removing traffic lanes on S. Figueroa Street;

2) How LADOT and Planning will mitigate the traffic congestion resulting from the flow of
traffic exiting from I-110 onto the S. Figueroa Corridor;

3) The impact of potgntially significant wraffic delays that will adversely affect emergency
response time for Police and Fire vehicles;

4) The impact of other expected traffic delays on the S. Figueroa Corridor once the
Broadway Stfeet Car line is constructed.

Exhibit #10

Council Motion/C. Price
8/28/13




[ FURTHER MOVE that the City Council direct the LADOT, with assistance of the Department
of City Planning, to report back to the Economic Development Committee in 30 days on the
impacts and costs to the local businesses due to the expected travel delay, as well as how
business patrons will be able to freely ingress and egress onte S. Figueroa Street with the added

traffic delays.
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Wednesday is get-acquuinted day for Brewer, Villar.Josa
Saturday, July 13, 2013 DailyNews.com

The bicycle is an ingenious mobility device. It gets you from points A to B and, in the process, lets
you observe your surroundings at a leisurely pace. It is usually lightweight, and it provides an
intimate visual, aromatic and auditory connection to the world around you. With various clever
mechanical permutations, it can be folded, even made out of reinforced cardboard. In dense
urban environments with traffic congestion, riding a bicycle for short distances is often faster than
traversing the same distance via car.

While the bicycle has many virtues, it also prompts people to go overboard. It's often lauded as
the transportation of tomorrow and the savior of cities. It is not. It is called transportation. It is not.
That's because the bicycle is not, strictly defined, a transport device. Ever try to carry a
watermelon on a bicycle? (Yes, it can be done, but how much else could you carry?)

The bicycle is a biomechanical device that depends on the rider for balance and propuision. It
therefore operates under rigid limitations: the physical condition (and therefore age) of the rider,
seasons and weather conditions, and terrain. If bicycles are used for multi-lane travel, particularty
in urban context, their riders are seriously endangered. Cars making right-hand turns are a
particular threat.

Today there is an almost messianic insistence that bicycles should be a part of the urban transit
mix. Former Los Angeles Mayor Antonio Villaraigosa launched a high-visibility campaign to make
Los Angeles "bicycle-friendly.” Bicycle marathons in cities tie up traffic to celebrate liberation from
the automobile.

The notion of being "liberated” from the car is an interesting one that has zero basis in practical
terms. Perhaps, in bucolic villages and smaller cities, bicycle ridership could be a charming and
handy way to get around, as it was in many European small towns during much of the 20th
century. In large urban centers, however, using a bicycle to traverse 10, 15, or 20 miles one-way
is simply not a feasible proposition. And as megalopolises grow, the freeway becomes the key to
"getting there" -- a transit reality completely outside the practical use of the bicycle.

Los Angeles and surrounding burgs have launched an ambitious effort to paint "bike lanes” on
existing surface streets, often removing entire lanes that were formerly for automobiles. This is
not a smart thing to do when traffic is already congested. A typical busy lane gets used by dozens
of automobiles per minute. A bike lane is lucky to be used by dozens of bicyclists in an hour. To
make matters worse, drivers making right-hand turns will have to yield to all the bicyclists going
through the intersections, further snariing the streets.

Imposing bicycle accommodations onto an existing vehicular culture and street alignment is
prohibitively complex and preposterously expensive on a per-mile basis. Given the relatively
small number of commuters who would use such lanes in comparison to car drivers, any
cost/efficiency formulae that purport to justify such infrastructure enter the realm of pure fantasy.

Most of our planning assumes that bicyclists would honor traffic law. But there's a save-the-earth
Exhibit #11
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mentality in bicycle culture {71 seems to make riders feel entiti . to ignore traffic management
signs. This flaunting of traffic rules, what | would call "eco-elitism,” is all too common. | regularly
see riders blithely coast through stop-sign-controlled intersections with merely a cursory glance.
At low-traffic times of day I've even seen bicyclists ride through red traffic lights, as if vehicle rules

were not meant for them.

We can of course have dedicated bicycle paths along streams, rivers, and other available routes
to provide city residents with pleasant forms of recreation. But to propose bicycle ridership as a
serious component of urban transportation planning is specious folly. For many of those

- urbanistas who fret about environmental issues, let me suggest that the bicycle rack on the rear
of your BMW says it alil.

Syd Mead is an artist, futurist, illustrator, book author, and conceptual designer for such science
fiction films as "Blade Runner" and "Aliens." He wrote this for Zocalo Public Square.



THE BIKE LANE WARS IN ALEXANDRIA
By

F.H. Buckley

Nov. 8,2013 6:31 p.m. ET Wall Street Journal

My brave little neighborhood of King Street in Alexandria, Va., has calmly met the challenges of
the Revolution, the War of 1812 and the Civil War, but now we're seriously annoyed. What's
bothering us are the bike wars. The city of Alexandria has proposed to take away our street's
parking spaces and replace them with a dedicated bike lane. The preening activists who favor
these lanes are in my town, and they will soon come to a neighborhood near you if they're not
there already.

It's not as though local cyclists favor King Street. It's a main artery, State Highway 7, that runs
for 70 miles east from George Washington's Alexandria to Patsy Cline's Winchester in the west,
Each day the road conveys 15,000 commuters past my house, traveling from Arlington and
Fairfax to their jobs in Old Town or to the Patent and Trademark Office, along a two-lane street
only 30 feet wide. Cars speed by, and city buses plow through our red lights at 40 miles per hour.

Our stretch of King Street is also extremely steep. The very few cyclists you do see on this
thoroughfare use the sidewalk, as they are permitted to do. Coming up the hill, they rarely move
faster than the very few pedestrians, so everyone's safe.

As for the residents, we're really attached to our parking spots. We like to tell our friends to drop
by anytime. We don't want to send our plumbers to park a few blocks over, on streets that are
already congested. Not a problem, the city tells us. Just get a special parking permit from city
hall for visitors. And what about the occasional party? What do we tell our guests? Ah, the city's
street coordinator said, channeling her inner Marie Antoinette, let them get valet parking.

Part of the bike brigade in Alexandria, Va. City of Alexandria

Many people on our street are bicyclists, so we're not antibike. When bicycling, however, we
never use King Street. We'll take the safe side streets that get us to wherever we want to go.
We're also not fabulously wealthy. We don't hire valets to park cars for our visitors.
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But the bike activists are mobilizing the troops. The cycling advocacy blog Wash Cycle
published a two-step action plan, calling on proponents to stand up for the lanes by inundating
the city council with support. Alexandria Transportation Commissioner Kevin Posey has taken to
firing off tweets about how "some neighbors can't bear the thought of giving up unused parking,”
and that opposition to bike lanes represents "a trend where a few wealthy residents oppose
projects to benefit middle class consumers."

The problems of a few hundred Alexandria residents wouldn't deserve a great deal of attention if
all this weren't part of a growing national movement that pits local homeowners and businesses
against cyclists and their trendy allies on city councils. It happened in Washington, D.C., in
2011, when Adrian Fenty's support for bike lanes helped make him a one-term mayor, and it's
going to happen across Alexandria. Bike wars have also broken out in Los Angeles, San
Francisco, Berkeley, Seattle, Austin and elsewhere.

Forget religion and politics, says New York City Council Speaker Christine Quinn. What you
don't want to talk about at dinner parties is bike lanes, she told a luncheon in January.

We're seeing a similar kind of activism in the national "Park(ing) Day" movement. These are
open-source events when artists and activists take over a parking space, put a coin in the meter,
and for two hours turn the space into a mini-park or gallery. We've had them in Alexandria, and
they can be a lot of fun, bringing out the tiny anarchist in all of us. What's behind the movement,
however, is an anticar political agenda. The Park(ing) Day Manual tells us the point of the
movement is to let people know that "inexpensive curbside parking results in increased traffic,
wasted fuel and more pollution.”

Our little squabble illustrates the tactics you can expect to see when the bike wars reach you.
Cyclist-~commuters may number no more than 2% of the adult American population according to
a 2002 report by The Pedestrian and Bicycle Information Center, but they are the ones who go to
city council meetings. They'll push for the kind of "Complete Streets" policy that our city
adopted, one that gives priority to pedestrians and cyclists over cars. '

In the abstract, that will sound innocuous, but when the time for implementation arrives, you'll
find yourself losing your street parking, street by street, as roads are repaved. And parking spaces
are just the beginning. As Mr. Posey wrote on the blog Greater Greater Washington, "if we can't
take a few parking spaces, how will we take the traffic lanes?"

When you see the bike activists in your neighborhood, be warned that they tend not to play nice.
Our local gang misrepresents their number and talks of assembling a "critical mass” of cyclists
who will ride together up King Street. On their blog, one of them urges bicyclists to "ride slowly
and smack in the middle of the lane, especially at peak times.,"

Come to think of it, if you've ever been held up by a cyclist blocking traffic when there was
plenty of space on the side of the road, you've already participated in the bike wars.

My, Buckley is a resident of King Street, Alexandria, Va.
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AB-2245 Environmental quality: California Environmental Quality Act: exemption: bicycle lanes. (2011-2012)

Assembly Bill No. 2245

CHAPTER 680

An act to add and repeal Section 21080.20.5 of the Public Resources Code, relating to environmental
quality.

[ Approved by Governor September 28, 2012. Filed with Secretary of State
September 28, 2012. ]

LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL'S DIGEST

AB 2245, Smyth. Environmental quality: California Environmental Quality Act: exemption: bicycle lanes,

The California Environmental Quality Act {CEQA) requires a lead agency, as defined, to prepare, or cause to be
prepared, and certify the completion of, an environmental impact report on a project that it proposes to carry
out or approve that may have a significant effect on the environment or to adopt a negative declaration if it
finds that the project will not have that effect. CEQA also requires a lead agency to prepare a mitigated negative
declaration for a project that may have a significant effect on the environment if revisions in the project would
avoid or mitigate that effect and there is no substantial evidence that the project, as revised, would have a
significant effect on the envirocnment,

CEQA exempts from its requirements specified projects and activities.

Existing law establishes the Office of Planning and Research {(OPR) in the Governor’s office. Existing law reguires
the OPR to assist with, among other things, the orderly preparation of programs of transportation.

Existing law authorizes a lead agency that determines that a project is not subject to CEQA pursuant to certain
exemptions and approves or determines to carry out that project, to file notice of the determination with the
OPR if the lead agency is a state agency or with the county clerk in which the project is located if the lead
agency is a local agency.

This bill would, until January 1, 2018, exempt from CEQA the restriping of streets and highways for bicycle lanes
in an urbanized area that is consistent with a prepared bicycle transportation plan. A lead agency would be
required to take specified actions with regard to making an assessment of traffic and safety impact and helding
hearings before determining a project is exempt. The bill would require a state agency, that determines that a
project is exempt under this provision, and approves or determines to carry out that project, to file a notice of
the determination with OPR. The bill would require a local agency, that determines that a project is exempt
under this provision, and approves or determines to carry out that project, to file a notice of determination with
OPR and the county clerk in the county in which the project is located.

Vote: majority Appropriation: no Fiscal Committee: yes Local Program: no

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA DO ENACT AS FOLLOWS:
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SECTION 1. Section 21080.20.5 is added to the Public Resources Code, to read:




21080.20.5. (a) This division c'__;';:_'};;:_'_ not apply to a project that consists of the  -triping of streets and highways for
bicycle lanes in an urbanizeu-area that is consistent with a bicycle transpudrtation plan prepared pursuant to
Section 891.2 of the Streets and Highways Code.

(b) Prior to determining that a project is exempt pursuant to this section, the lead agency shall do both of the
following:

(1) Prepare an assessment of any traffic and safety impacts of the project and include measures in the project
to mitigate potential vehicular traffic impacts and bicycle and pedestrian safety impacts.

(2) Hold noticed public hearings in areas affected by the project to hear and respond to public comments.
Publication of the notice shall be no fewer times than required by Section 6061 of the Government Code, by the
public agency in a newspaper of general circulation in the area affected by the proposed project. If more than
one area will be affected, the notice shall be published in the newspaper of largest circulation from among the
newspapers of general circulation in those areas.

(¢} (1) Whenever a state agency determines that a project is not subject to this division pursuant to this
section, and it determines to approve or carry out that project, the notice shall be filed with the Office of
Planning and Research in the manner specified in subdivisions (b) and (c) of Section 21108.

{2) Whenever a local agency determines that a project is not subject to this division pursuant to this section,
and it determines to approve or carry cut that project, the notice shall be filed with the Office of Planning and
Research, and filed with the county clerk in the county in which the project is located in the manner specified in
subdivisions (b) and (c) of Section 21152,

(d) This section shall remain in effect only until January 1, 2018, and as of that date is repealed, unless a later
enacted statute, that is enacted before January 1, 2018, deletes or extends that date.




Metropolitan Transportation Authority One Gateway Plaza 213.922.2000 Tel
Los Angeles, CA goo12-2952 metro.net

Metro
March 4, 2013

Mr. David Somers e
City of Los Angeles

Department of City Planning ~
200 N. Spring Street, Room 667

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr, Somers:

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA) is in receipt of the
Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the 2010 Bicycle Plan - First Year of the First
Five-Year Implementation Strategy and the Figueroa Streetscape Project. This letter conveys
recommendations from MTA concerning a number of issues in relation to the proposed
project’s potential impacts in the Downtown Los Angeles area to Metro and municipal transit

services.

MTA has operational-coriceriis regarding the removal of dny travel lane:where bus seérvice:
operates. The:prior-removal of a travel lane on Main Street south of Pico Boulevard:to install a
bike lane has. caused PM.rush hour backups fror Pico Boulevard to:17th Street. This in turn
has resulted in bus delays and his increased Metro’s operating tost.. In the Downtown Los
Angeles area; where the removal of travel langs is proposed, Metro will when possible remove
transit service from that affected streetanid move it to ail adjacent street so that bus speeds:
and. s_afety____are not compromised by the bike lane. The following further describes MTA's
concerns:

1. Cesar E. Chavez Avenue

As indicated in the project description, “The proposed project would involve the
reduction of motor vehicle lanes on Cesar E. Chavez Avenue; peak period lanes in each
direction would be eliminated....Due to the high frequency and volume of buses on
Cesar E. Chavez Avenue and the effective reduction of mixed-flow lanes, the proposed
project would incorporate bicycle-transit-only lanes in lieu of standard bike lanes, from
Alameda Street to Figueroa Street.” Safety hazards are likely in the proposed shared
bus/bicycle facility between Alameda Street and Figueraa Street, because of the
frequency of buses. Further, the proposed bicycle lanes continue between Alameda
Street and Mission Road where bus activity is the highest on the corridor. The lane
reduction associated with the project is likely to cause adverse impacts for bus
operations by increasing delay.

As indicated in the level of service {LOS) analysis contained in Figure 3-7 in the Draft
EIR, during the PM peak hour, the proposed project is expected to increase average
delay per vehicle by 86.7 seconds at the intersection of Alameda Sireet and Cesar E.
Chavez Avenue, and 124.7 seconds at the intersection of Vignes Street and Cesar E.
Chavez Avenue. Projected delays would be exacerbated on days during which Dodgers
games are scheduled. Today, traffic can back up entirely from Mission Road to Vignes
Street during peak periods. Additionally, the closure of the 6th Street Bridge for
reconstruction will greatly increase traffic volumes on all east/west bridge streets.
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MTA Comment letter to EIR
3/4113




2010 Bicycle Plan — First Year of the First Five-Year Implementation Strategy and the Figueroa Streetscape Project
Cavid Somers, Department of City Planning

March 4, 2013

Page 2 of 4

The average PM peak period passenger load for the Metro lines that serve the bus
stops at Cesar E. Chavez Avenue and Vignes Street is approximately 9,500 passengers.
Assuming those passengers are equally distributed across the four-hour PM peak
period, a passenger load of 2,375 passengers during the PM peak hour would
experience an additional 124.7 seconds of delay, on average at this intersection. This
equates to over 82 total hours of person delay that would be experienced by our
passengers during the PM peak hour alone. Many of the passengers travelling to the
Patsaouras Transit Plaza would also be affected by this delay, which would increase
these estimates of person delay even more. A total of 16 bus lines, including those
operated by Metro and LADOT travel through this intersection during the PM peak
hour. This additional delay would impact scheduled run time and reliability, which has
financial impacts related to fuel costs and staffing. These impacts should be weighed
against the benefits of the bicycle lare.

During peak hours, more than 120 buses per hour operate on sections of Cesar E.
Chavez Avenue, an average of more than two buses every minute. The under-
construction Division 13 project is expected to increase bus activity on Cesar E. Chavez
© Avenue and add an additional 20 buses during peak hours. The 2008 Metro Union
Division Bus Maintenance & Operations Facilily Final 15/MND alsa identified the
intersection of Cesar E. Chavez Avenue and Vignes Street as a significant traffic impact
with the Division 13 project.

MTA has reviewed current research on shared bicyde/bus facilities. A Summary of
Design, Policies and Operational Characteristics for Shared Bicycle/Bus Lanes (State
of Florida Department of Transportation, july 2012) includes a literature review and
case study summary of shared bicycle/bus lanes in the United States as well as
internationatly. The bus frequency found on this particular segment of Cesar E,
Chavez Avenue, is dramatically higher than any of the facilities documented in the
study. The highest bus frequency cited in the study was the Stewart Street shared
bicycle/bus lane in Seattle, WA, with 77 buses per hour. Every other facility detailed in
the study has bus frequencies of 30 per hour or less.

The study cites design guidance from Ottawa, Canada that indicates that bicycle and
bus facilities should be separated in locations with more than 20 buses per hour.

Given that there are more than 120 buses per hour under existing conditions, and this
is expected to grow in the near future with the completion of the Division 13 project,
Metro has serious concerns over the frequency of bus-bicycle conflicts that would be
inherent in bicycles sharing a facility with buses on Cesar E. Chavez Avenue,

Given these serious impacts, prior to issuance of the Final EIR, we request that City of
Los Angeles staff meet with Metro Service Planning & Scheduling to identify mitigation
measures to address these impacts. Potential mitigation measures to address bicycle
and pedestrian safety concerns as well as the additional delay to Metro's passengers in
the segment along Cesar E. Chavez Avenue from Mission Road to Alarneda Street
could include a relocation of a bike lane from Cesar E. Chavez Avenue 1o a better
suited street, a separated bicycle facility, preferential signal timing for transit vehicles
{for example, a queue-jump for bus movements), and/ or intersection geometric
redesign.

Further, MTA is currently in the process of preparing a Master Plan for Union Station
(USMP) and is also working with the Southern California Association of Governments
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(SCAG) and a technical advisory committee made up of the City of Los Angeles’
Departments of City Planning, Transportation and Public Works on a public
improvement plan to identify bicycle and pedestrian linkages to and from Union
Station and the surrounding communities. Both of these plans, which will be
completed within the next two years, may identify altéfnatives to the bicycle lanes
currently proposed along Cesar E. Chavez Avenue as well as the surrounding arterial
streets. These alternatives may offer solutions that better facilitate bicycles and bus
operations. We request that the Final EIR acknowledge these planning efforts, and
allow for some flexibility to adopt the recommendations in these plans as alternatives
to those in the current bicycle plan.

2. 'Figueroa Street: -

This street currently experiences high volumes of transit bus service and passengers
along the proposed project location, Proposed project improvements:along this
segment of Figueroa Street will adversely impact-bus:operatichs. In an effort to
mitigate these impacts, Metro will-relocate southbound express bus services from
~ Figlt Stréetto pardliel segmients of Flowst Street; and municipal bus operators:
may-also'move lines. Several bus stops on southbound Flower Street are in poor
condition in terms of sidewalk quality and have inadequate lighting. frithe event that
service is relocated to:southbound Flower Street; the project:sponsor should consider
lighting upgrades and/or new. shelters at these.stops to-help ensure sufficient
accommodation of increased bus:service and bus stop'passenger
boardings/alightings. Furthermore, to help prevent sidewalk damage, the project
sponsor should consider replacing existing fichus trees on Flower Street with a tree
species that has a less destructive root system. Among the stops on southbound
Flower Street most in need of improvements are the following:

a) Southbound Flower Street & Olympic Boulevard
b} Southbound Flower Street & Pico Boulevard
¢} Southbound Flower Street & Washington Boulevard

Lane configuration diagrams contained in‘the:Draft EIR show that-éxisting bus stops
along Figueroa Street would be located in dedicated right turn pockets; which-would
create-a potentially. unsafe conflict.in- which cars could turn right.in front.of buses:.
Metro prefers farside stops and has worked with LADOT to avoid placing stops in right
turn pockets when possible. To avoid this conflict, the following stops should be
considered for relocation from nearside intersection locations to farside locations:

a) Northbound Figueroa Sireet & Venice Boulevard

b) Southbound Figueroa Street & Washington Boulevard

¢) Northbound Figueroa Street & Jefferson Sireet

d) Figueroa Street & Adams Boulevard (both directions)

e) Figueroa Street & Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard (both directions)

7% Street

Six Metro bus lines and two DASH bus lines operate on 7" Street. The stop in front of
Macy's Plaza between Flower and Hope Streets today is.not.adequate in size to
accommodate eastbound buses that also mix with southbound Flower Street buses
turning east onto 7 Street. Traffic on 7" Street combined with frequent bus service
raises safety concerns for bicyclists. A beiter street for an east/west bike-lane would:-be
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the:8™ and 9" Street couplet corridor. Notonly.is there less bus'service, but the traffic
pattern.of a one-way street would best accommodate the addition of a bike lane.
Metro-will consider moving 7" Street bus lines to the 5" /6™ Street couplet corridor.

P

4, . Construction Impacts

Several transit corridors with Metro bus service could be impacted by construction of

. the proposed project. For short term construction activities that may impact Metro
bus lines, Metro Bus Operations Control Special Events Coordinator should be
contacted at 213-922-4632. Long term construction activities should be coordinated
with Metro Service Planning & Scheduling at 213-922-1228. Municipal bus service
operators including LADOT, Foothill Transit, and City of Santa Clarita Transit may also
be impacted and therefore should be included in construction outreach efforts.

5. Title VI and Environmental Justice

Due to potentially adverse impacts to transit bus service, the EIR should analyze the
- proposed project’s compliance with Title VI and associated Environmental justice
regulations as stipulated by the Federal Transit Administration (FTA).

in addition, the description of Metro services contained in Section 4.5, Page 10 of the Draft
EIR should include the following corrections:

1. Matro light rail lines include the Blue, Exposition, Green and Gold Lines. Subway tines
consist of the Red and Purple Lines {heavy rail, not light rail). The Orange and Silver
Lines operate as Bus Rapid Transit {BRT).

NTA-looks forward to reviewing the Final EIR and highly recommends project revisions
designed to alleviate bicycle and pedestrian safety concerns as.well as maintain-effective
transit bus. service operations. If you have any questions regarding this response, please
contact me at 213-922-2836 or by email at hartwells@metro.net. Please send the Final EiR to

the following address:

MTA CEQA Review Coordination
One Gateway Plaza MS 99-23-2
l.os Angeles, CA 90072-2952
Atn: Scott Hartwell

Sincerely,

Scoit Hartwell ,
CEQA Review Coordinator, Long Range Planning




Fwd: My Figueroa/Express Lanes Adams Flyover

Michelle Mowery <michelle.mowery@iacity.org> Wed, Feb 13, 2013 at 1:54 PM

To: Tim Fremaux <tim.fremaux@!acity.org>, David Somers <david.somers@lacity.org>, Wendy Lockwood
<wl@siriusemironmental. com>, Nathan Baird <nate.Baird@lacity.org>

FYI|, discussion?

Forwarded message
From: George Chammas <george.chammas@dot.ca.gov>

Date: Wed, Feb 13, 2013 at 8:06 AM

Subject: My Figueroa/Express Lanes Adams Flyower

To: jesus, escamilla@lacily. org, pauline.chan@lacity. org, tim.fremaux@Iacity.ory, paul. meshkin@lacity.org, bill shao@lacity.org,
Andranik Arzumanian <andranik. arzumanian@dot. ca.gov>, khan_hossein@dot. ca.gov, mccunek@metro.net,

vere]. janoyan@lacity. org, michelle. mowery @lacity. org, Mira Dagher <mima.dagher@dot.ca.gov>, albert_a andraos@dot ca.gov
Cc: Yunus Ghausi <yunus.ghausi@dot.ca gov

Hi,

We hawe reviewed the transportation and traffic report {draft} for the "City of Los Angeles 2010 Bicycle Plan” and we concur with the
report conclusion as stated below:

The resulls of the traffic analysis and corresponding AM and PM peak hour LOS and delay are presenied in Table 4.5-5, The results indicate
that under the project condition, 44 intersections would operate at LOS D or better in the AM peak hour and 37 intersections would operate
ot LOS D or better in the PM peck hour. During the AM peak hour, 15 intersections would operate at LOS E and 40 would operate at LOS F.
In the PM peak hour, these numbers would increase fo 19 intersections aperating at LOS K and 43 operating at LOS F.

Per significance thresholds presented in Table 4.5-4, above, 63 intersections would have potentially
significant impacts during the AM peak hour and 71 intersections would have potentially significant impacts during the PM peak hour.
Intersections with potentially significan? impacts are shaded.

Table 4:4:5 balow: shows that S FigUeros travel e Wil bé imipscted Sighificantly “The: avarage: travel deia ”_aicn 315 F:guerua
accordmg to, Tab!e 4.4-5 will be & total increase of 1,950 sec: (32 minutes) during AM: peak hour ‘and a total incréase of 1,314 sec (22

m:nutes) dunng PM peak _heur

PM Penk Hour
Change Change
Delay in Delay Sig Delay | inDelay 8ig

|_Study Intersection/a/ | LOS {sec) | {seq) impact { LOS {seg) {sec) impact
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49 ath St C 249 57 NO F 109.2 -25.1 NO
50 Clympic Blvd . F 2378 2608 | YES . F 1592 1378 | " YES -
B Pico Bivd F 2606 2431 YES - F 1762 1574 | ~YES
A2 Vonice Bivd F 332 3002 YES F 2494 2844 b YES
54 - ) 18% 5t - ¥ 347 2359 YES F 187.5 178.% | - YES
54 5. Figueroa Washington Bivd - F 474 G 3327 YES F 334.6 2879 YES
55 St EBTa St £ 86.5 723 YES £ 76.4 608 [ YES
55 Adams Blvd F 1672 134.8 YES F 08 4 57 8 YES
57 Jeffersqn Bhsd F 120 5 5.8 ¥YES F 1341 G222 YES
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s ;-h",fzaafjg-‘dmme“*mg £ 195 3 08| vES | F 1318 38.6 |- YES

These changes would cause the project to result in potentially significant impacts at the
Jollowing ten intersections:

= Intersection #50: S. Figueroa Street/Olympic Boulevard (AM and PM)

* Intersection #51: 8. Figueroa Street/Pico Boulevard (AM and PM)

* Intersection #52: 8. Figueroa Street/Venice Boulevard (AM and PM)}

» Intersection #33: §. Figueroa Street/18m Street (AM and PM) -
* Intersection #54: 8. Figueroa Streel/Washington Boulevard {AM and PM)

= Intersection #55: S, Figueroa Street/23rd Street (AM and PM)

* Intersection #36: S. Figueroa Street/Adams Boulevard (AM and PM;}

* Intersection #57: 5. Figueroa Street/Jefferson Boulevard (AM and PM)

* Intersection #58: 5. Figueroa Street/Exposition Boulevard (AM and PM)

o Intersection #59: 8. Figueroa Street/Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard {AM and PM)

Summary
In:conelusion,. the:project would:have potentially:stgnificant impacts at 63 intersections diing the AM peak

hour and. 71 mtersecaons during the PM peak: hiour. This:may cause some local thps fo divert to allemate
routes,. potenhaﬂy causing impacts: o adiacent residential strests. While many of the special event faciliies
in the vicinity of project bicycle routes would generate trips outside of the peak hours potentially affecting
traffic during non-peak perfod, some sports events start immediately after the PM peak period and the project
would: .aggravate the congestion on-affected roadways on gamefevent: days: Without mitigation; the pmposed
pfcyect wou.'d result Jn srgmficant Jmpacts related. io the circilation’ system on game/event days.

SIGNIFICANCE OF IMPACTS AFTER MITIGATION

Implementation of Mitigation Measures T1 through T4 would potentially reduce congestion on impacted
intersections; howsver, the degree lo whrch srgna! opt:mrzat;on and TDM uwuld mmgate mtersect;on
congestion is uncertain af this time.

potentially: s;gm?"cam anel avmdah!e, Howaver with increased avar!ab:!rty of transrt and mcmased
connectivity of bicycle lanes, it is ant:crpated that reductions in vehicle trips will occur that have not been
accounted for in this EIR. Thus, the analysis presented above is a conservative case analysis without faking
into account increased mode share of other modes as is anticipated fo happen in order to comply with State,
regional and City sustainability programs. Impacts are still anticipated to be significant but less than
presented herein.

Ther _'-c_,_'&_t::hiés:'féitéd {o"’rﬁ'i'ﬁ'ééte :t'ﬁ'é":s'i'gﬁ'i'ﬁdéﬁt 'irné‘éét as. iﬁdiéétéd"abd\b" -The: report shoutd: have proposed difierent alternatives to
| act on reglonal rogdway: system in:the-area: and.in. goncurrence with CEQA/NEPA guidelines.. Other alteratives may
ha\.e !ess ampact ta motorists and regionat trafic operation In the area; -

Werecommimend that the transportation:and traffic report to ke revised to include altemiatives with less iripact onto regional trafic
operation in'the area:

Thank you

Office of Traffic Investigation”

. Califoéiia Department of Transportation ' *
7100 South Main Street, M-15

Los Angeles, CA 90012
Telephone: (213} 887-3355
Fax: (213) 887-0044

Michelle Wowery
Sr. Bicycle Coordinator

City of Los Angeles Department of Transportation Bicycle Program
10G S. Main Sireet, Sth Floor

tos Angelas, CA 90012

{213) 9724062



Figueroa Streetscape Profect Final EIR

s Page4.5-21 (T able'4.5-5)_. delay and LOS for intersections along S. Figuerca as follows:

4.0 Corrections an

AM Peak Hour : PM Peak Hour
Delay Change in Sig Delay Change in Sig
Mo. | Strest Study Intersection LOS (sec) Delay Impact | LOS (sec) Delay Impact
& . 2l . 1692 -26:1
8" St - C 24.9 20.9 47 NO F 1052 301 NO
- 44 36.6
o 2606 He2
- 52.4 250
E 332 204
= 72.4 1139
B 347 s
= 170 9.8
gt Figueroa F 251 8 13.2
’ P 86:5 36:4
86.2 4.1
F 2 264
1555 7240
120.7 0.5
g F 09 1087
E F 185:3 1348
185.1 132.3

o Page 4.5-28, in Table 4.5-6, South Figueroa Sireet from 21™ Street to Venice Boulevard (adjacent to a
number of car dealerships) an additional 20 to 30 spaces could be lost by the Proposed Project, which
was tevised to decrease delay as compared fo the original design evaluated in the Draft EIR (See
Changes Since Publication of the Draft EIR in the Introduction). The Draft EIR stated that the Proposed
Project would result in a maximum edditional loss of 11 spaces from 23" Street to Washington
Boulevard, 8 spaces from Washington Boulevard to 18% Street, 12 spaces from 18™ Street to 17" Street
for a total of 31 spaces in this stretch of S. Figueroa Street. The Proposed Project, as revised, would
result in loss of an additional 20 to 30 spaces, for a total loss of parking on 8. Figueroa of 150 to 160
spaces as compared to the total loss of 130 spaces shown in Table 4.5-6. Table 4.5-6 is revised to show
this change. Such loss of parking would not substantially add to impacts shown in the Draft EIR.

e Page 4.5-28 is revised to read: 8. Figneroa %

substantial amount of parking loss (38 460 spaces)

swhich is a major commercial street, would also have a
e to the project.

taha 2010-068
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Study A Parking Adjhrcent Land Affected Parking Hours
ly Area /| Spaces Lost | Uses N Side S/E Side
Martin Luther King ,-f - . ’
Blvd to Expositic -3 Cf/ommerci al - A}ill\;lj)[?’}[,\fi{;iﬁ(fgr
Blvda | / ‘
Jelferson Bivd tc .38 bemmerch} AR Day EXCEJH for All Dy exce})t for
S. Fioneroa St Adams Blvd || - I ) PM Peakt? AM Peak™
g ' b "~ 237 Sito 20% St Al | 237 Stto 20" St: All
" ommercialiNg Day except for PM Day except for AM
; , >
pTS I Washing® | mg1 ] Smesbeesh | o o00 sit Peak; 20% St o
BhdL7 3 | _, mmﬁ’-’mm Washington-Bld17th |  Washington Blvd:
! ‘.f" o2 Street: All Day except 9AM-3PM; |
/ Exhibit #16




